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A THEORY IN*SEARCH OF A FACT 


Everybody knows the story about 
the philosopher who was told of a 
fact contradicting his theory. Said he, 
“So much the worse for the fact.” That 
was tolerance for you; or, if you will, 
it showed how far gone the old man 
was towards complete senile decay. 
“So much the worse for the fact,” in- 
deed! And what did he expect, that the 
fact would shrivel up and disappear 
because of his hoity-toity attitude? 
The attitude of the younger, 
activist type of modern theorist is 
different. Take what happened in 
Houston, Texas, for instance. Houston, 
much like other American towns, has 
a congregation of Reform Jews. It is 
a matter of doubt what Reform Jews 
really are. (Strictly speaking, it is a 
matter of doubt what anything really 
is, so prevalent is the evil of facts not 
conforming to theories.) I mean, the 
traditional definition of Reform Jews 
is not entirely borne out by the facts 
about them. Nor is it altogether ac- 
cepted by all Reform Jews. A Reform 
Jew, by a definition made a century 
ago, is one who holds that all Jews, 
by definition, are only a religious 
group, and not a group by any other 
title. The facts, of course, are slightly 
different. For instance, Jews usually 
prefer to intermarry within their own 
group. Even Reform Jews. Or the 
ritual includes prayers to return to 
Jerusalem. This last was too much for 
the original Reform Jews. It was a 
plain and undisguised admission of 
being more than just another religious 
group. So they scrapped this part of 
the facts—at least, as far as they 
themselves were concerned. They 
threw Palestine out of their liturgy, 
and the Messiah out of their theology, 
so that at least their lip-service to their 
definition should be pure. But in the 
course of time, more and more Re- 
form rabbis and their congregations 
have been readmitting such elements. 
It was, after all, a condition to out- 
rage a sensitive and vigorous mind. 
All over the country, from Houston 
to Hollywood and from Minneapolis 
to Manhattan, Jews were offending 
against their othodox Reform defini- 
tion. They were supposed to be a re- 
ligious denomination and no more. 
That means that in everything but 
religion they should be exactly like 
_ Unitarians or Christian Scientists. But 
they weren't. Even in their religion 
there were elements, like the holiday 
of Passover celebrating the liberation 
of the Jewish tribes from bondage in 
Egypt, which implied the Jews were 
a distinct group not only by religion. 
That was, apparently, how things 
were in Houston, when Rabbi Hyman 
Schachtel, formerly of the fashionable 
West End Synagogue in New York, 
came there. Perhaps you don’t grasp 
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the enormity of it. You may think, 
after all it’s a free country. Why 
shouldn’t people have their dietary 
preferences, and their religious rituals 
if they wish? Is there any crime in 
being a vegetarian, for instance? 
Whom do Jews harm by not eating 
meat with milk, or liking to have 
gefillte fish on Friday nights? But 
it’s different for Jews. Catholics, for 
example, may abstrain from meat in 
Lent, and even the packing companies 
take it in good part—even before ra- 
tioning. But everybody knows the 
Catholics are no more than a religion: 
they can afford to have their own 
customs. For a Jew to be different 
may mean to recall to mind that once 
Jews were a kingdom, and that many 
Jews — particularly those whom you 
see eating gefillte fish—still pray for 
that kingdom to be restored, together 
with the Kingdom of God on earth. 
Eating kosher foods may thus call at- 
tention to facts offending against the 


definition that the Jews are simply and 
solely, so help me God, a religious 
group. Well, this, as I say, was the 
situation and the danger when Rabbi 
Schachtel blew into town. 

He came like a Lochinvar from the 
East. Like a breath of fresh, bracing 
northern air from the fjords of his 
native Manhattan he swept away the 
miasmic mists of compromise with 
which his southern parishioners had 
befogged an Issue. But he was wily, 
too: he did not straightaway excom- 
municate all the backsliders. Instead 
he made them second class parishioners 
without a vote—all the Zionists and 
kosher eaters. But we may be sure 
that once he has thrown down his 
gage, his sword will not rest until the 
job is done. 

The Houston Jewish Reform con- 
gregation will surely be a religious 
group and no more. 

And thaybe even not as much as 
that. ARIKHA. 
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The Situation In Palestine 


Statement by the American Zionist Emergency Council 


The demonstrations which took place last Saturday in Tel Aviv are the direct 
result of a series of increasingly provocative actions on the part of the Palestine Admin- 
istration which reached their climax in the raid a few days earlier by a body of police 
and troops on the isolated Jewish settlement of Ramat Hakovesh. The ostensible pur- 
pose of that raid was to seek for deserters from the Polish army and for hidden arms. 
The settlers were subjected to physical indignities, herded into a barbed wire enclosure, 
- one of them, Samuel Wolinietz was killed as a result of two shots fired by a police 
officer. 


From the beginning of the war the Administration of Palestine has been animated 
by one desire—to clamp down on the Jews of Palestine the infamous policy of the Cham- 
berlain White Paper, which seeks to put an end to Jewish immigration into Palestine 
and to reduce the Jewish National Home to a Ghetto in an Arab state. To this end it 
has obstructed in every way possible the desire of the Jews of Palestine to contribute 
their utmost to the war effort. The offer of the Jews of Palestine at the beginning of the 
war to devote their manpower and resources to the common cause was rejected. Not 
until the crisis which followed Italy’s entry in the war did the civil authorities give way 
to the pressure of military demands and permit any Jewish enlistment at all. Many 
thousands of Jews enlisted in the British armies in the Near East and their conduct has 
on numerous occasions been praised by British military leaders, from General Wavell 
downwards. Even at that time of crisis the Palestine Administration diverted shipping 
for the purpose of deporting to the tropical island of Mauritius (where they are rotting 
away to this day) more than 1500 Jews who had sought refuge from the Nazis in Pales- 
tine. It was the same Administration which was responsible for sending to their deaths 
760 people on the “Struma” rather than to permit their admission into the one land which, 
under international right, they could claim to enter. 


In recent months, as the Nazi tide has receded from Africa, the Palestine Admin- 
istration has steadily set about creating an atmosphere in Palestine calculated to pro- 
voke the Jews and ultimately to prejudice the cause of the Jewish National Home. The 
theory apparently is that the Middle East is in an explosive condition, that the fuse is 
all ready and that the Jews apply the match to it. We say unequivocally, with full know- 
ledge of our responsibility, that that view can only be described as utterly fantastic. 
There will be a rising in Palestine only if the Government wishes it. To support its 
theory, however, the Government has begun a series of searches and prosecutions for 
illegal possession of arms, which has been accompanied by maximum publicity abroad. 


It is true that throughout the war period there has been a considerable traffic in 
military arms throughout the Middle East, that is, not only in Palestine, but also in 
Transjordan, Syria and Iraq. Large quantities of military arms have found their way 
into the hands of Arabs in Palestine and Transjordan. In view of the previous attacks 
by armed Arabs on Jewish settlements, it is not surprising if, in self protection, the Jews 
too are storing away arms in case of need. The government is fully aware of the 
fact that it has in the past been unable to give the Jewish colonies adequate protection 
and that Jewish arms have been used in the past, as they will in the future, for self-de- 
fense and not for aggression. 


The Administration of Palestine is to blame for the murder in Ramat Hakovesh 
and it alone is to blame for the disturbances in Tel Aviv. We share the indignation of 
the Jewish community in Palestine. We demand that immediate action be taken to put 
an end to the arms searches in Jewish settlements, and that the 35 settlers arrested be 
released. We further demand the removal of the officials responsible for this series of 
outrages. 


November 23, 1943 
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THE EVENTS IN PALESTINE 


W HAT IS going on in Palestine? 

We know no more of the events of the past 
month than what the strict military censorship 
thought it advisable to allow the news agencies to 
release. That is, we know only what the Palestine 
administration wants us to know. But even this 
fragmentary information is enough to give one a 
general picture of trends in the Middle East, and in 
Palestine particularly, as well as of the intentions of 
the Palestine administration. If ever, during the 
twenty-odd years of the Mandate regime in Palestine, 
one could speak with full conviction of a hostile 
attitude on the part of British officials to Jewish 
rights and aspirations and to the Jewish community 
in Palestine, then now is the time. The manner in 
which the Yishuv has been treated during the past 
months by the administration (and, apparently 
under its influence, also by the military and by cer- 
tain parts of the judiciary) leaves no doubt that 
government circles in Jerusalem have determined to 
carry out a deliberate, hostile policy of humiliating 
the Jewish community, of crippling its strength and 
power of resistance in every way possible, and of 
directly provoking acts of extremism which might 
later serve as an excuse for severe repressive measures 
and for a decisive betrayal of Jewish interests. 


If the charge should be made today that Great 
Britain—in so far as it is represented, or misrepre- 
sented, by its administration in Palestine—has de- 
clared war upon the Jewish community in Palestine 
and thereby upon the whole Jewish people, such a 
charge would not be easy to refute. Anyone who has 
followed the story of the long-drawn-out gun-run- 
ning trial (which, too, has been reported to us only 
in fragmentary details) is bound to regard it as far 
from a normal procedure of a court fulfilling its 
function of investigating and punishing offenders 
against the law. There was a clear tendency to gen- 
eralize and transfer the guilt, whether real or ficti- 
tious, of the individual persons indicted to the whole 
Yishuv and its representative bodies, and indirectly 
also to that Jewish movement the world over which 
is their support. It is probable that such a shocking, 
- vulgar display as was staged in that gun-running 
trial, could not have taken place in any court under 
the British flag since the time of the Stuarts. The 
most disgraceful feature of the incident was not so 
much the disproportionately heavy penalty imposed 
upon the accused Jews, but the chicanery of the 
method of interrogating witnesses, and the trans- 
parent hints that behind those indicted stood organ- 
ized Jewry, that the Jews sought arms “not for use 
against the Axis armies” (but, as is clearly implied, 


against Great Britain and all the other Allies), that 
Jewish soldiers from Palestine were not interested in 
the common victory, and that the Yishuv represented 
a danger for the conduct of the war. It is not im- 
portant who uttered the several accusations of this 
character, whether the prosecutor or the defense 
counsel for the two indicted British soldiers. The 
court itself made no effort to prevent the defamation 
of the Jewish community and its accredited leader- 
ship, and thus became an accomplice in a malicious 
campaign of. slander whose chief purpose was to 
bring the name of the Jews into disrepute before 
public opinion in the Allied countries. 


* * * 


That trial, which will long weigh on the con- 
science of Britain—let us hope that it will some day 
be mentioned as one of very few stains upon the 
brilliant record of British justice—was unfortunately 
not merely an isolated case. What has taken place in 
Palestine during the past month is essentially a con- 
tinuation of the gun-running trial and a new measure 
in the campaign of British officialdom to disarm the 
Yishuv and render it completely defenseless within 
the immediate future. The brutal attack upon Ramat 
Hakovesh, a settlement which suffered repeated 
bloody assaults in the years 1936-1937 without the 
Government being able or willing to protect its 
members against the terrorism of Arab “revolution- 
aries”, is in fact a cynical announcement of warfare 
against every man and woman in the Jewish com- 
munity capable of self-defense in an emergency. 


For, to what end was such a raid conducted against 
a peaceful and peace-loving little settlement which 
daily offers up its meed of hard work and has sent its 
picked men to the battlefields? The Government 
communique declares that deserters from the Polish 
Army who allegedly were hiding there were being 
sought. Nobody can know here whether or not a 
deserter from the Polish Army had succeded in ob- 
taining hospitality for a short time in a workers’ 
settlement. The workers’ settlements in Palestine 
are widely known for their simple hospitality. The 
British military forces stationed in the country have, 
we believe, had sufficient opportunity to learn that 
their men are always welcome in the Jewish workers’ 
settlements, that the settlements are always ready to 
share what they have with anyone who visits them, 
and to make such visits as pleasant as possible. 
When a person, whether Jewish or non-Jewish, 
comes to a workers’ settlement and sits at the table, 
he is waited upon. If he says that he will stay over- 
night, a bed is found for him, even though it often 
means taking away a bed from one of the tired, 
hard-working members of the community. Nobody 
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can demand of such settlements that they act in the 
capacity of policemen and require all their visitors to 
present their passports. It is possible, therefore, that 
a deserter from the Polish Army may have hap- 
pened into a Jewish workers’ settlement and the 
police should have learned about it. 

Well, what then? In this country we cannot 
count the deserters from our own army upon the 
fingers of one hand; and yet, we have never heard of 
a military foray on a peaceful settlement for this 
reason. There are civil and, we may add, civilized 
methods of finding out from the responsible officials 
of a community what one wishes to know about its 
visitors. We may ask, also, why the British Govern- 
ment suddenly shows such concern for the honor of 
the Polish Army, while it neglects, precisely in Pal- 
estine, the prestige of its own? It is a secret from 
nobody, whether in Jerusalem or in Cairo, that 
hundreds upon hundreds of Arabs who had enlisted 
in the army deserted in the most critical periods 
experienced by the British forces in the North 
African operations, taking advantage of the confu- 
sion to help themselves to munitions upon returning 
to their home towns and villages. The British Army, 
thank God, is not in such a state of chaos that it 
should have “forgotten” the names, addresses, and 
family relations of those Arab deserters; and yet we 
have never heard of any armed attack by combined 
forces of English, Indians, and Poles upon an Arab 
settlement, as though it had been a hide-out for 
criminals. We here cannot know why there are so 
many deserters from the Polish Army in the Middle 
East (and let it be emphasized that the deserters are 
“pure-blooded” Poles as well as Jewish soldiers). 
But we have every reason to believe that conditions 
in the British Army surely do not justify desertion, 
and those who have deserted (by the way, have the 
British got any names of Jewish deserters?) thereby 
demonstrate that their desire for an Allied victory is 
not of the strongest. But they have not been made 
the objects of raids, and their villages have not been 
invaded by machine-gun squads. 

* * * 

The other reason for the attack cited in the Gov- 
ernment communique, that a “center of illegal mili- 
tary training” was being sought in Ramat Hakovesh, 
is no more satisfactory. We do not know here 
whether arms were found in Ramat Hakovesh or 
not. Nor is it important. The Government has long 
known that Jewish settlements are armed to a 
greater or less extent; it also knows, however, why 
Jews in Palestine want weapons and what is the pur- 
pose of their so-called “illegal military training”, if 
we afe to accept such an expression to describe the 
exercises with which Jewish youth in Palestine occu- 
pies itself. Its purpose is not to loot surounding vil- 
lages and towns, attack caravans in the deserts of 
Asia, disembowel and decapitate the citizens of an 
Arab town (as was done by the Arabs in Hebron), 
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nor to make the nights hideous for months on end 
for hard-working Arab villagers (as was done by the 
Arabs in Ramat Hakovesh) : in short, the purpose of 
the Jews is not to attack anyone, but to defend them- 
selves in an emergency. 

It is true that a government is logically and legally 
entitled to declare that defense is its exclusive con- 
cern, as part of its responsibility for the peace and 
order of the country. It is the very raison d’etre of 
the state, to make it unnecessary for the citizens to 
pack pistols on their hips or knives up their sleeves. 
Thus, in Great Britain, citizens are not permitted to 
use weapons without special authorization; but is 
the British government in Palestine that which it is 
at home? Does it exercise in Palestine that responsi- 
bility which a government is obliged to carry? Can 
it say with a clear conscience to the Jewish commu- 
nity that it has protected them in the past and will 
do so in the future also? Has any Jew the right to 
forget May 1920, and the year 1921, and the 1929 
slaughters, and the systematic campaign of terror in 
1936 and 1937? Has the Palestine government in- 
variably taken appropriate measures to prevent the 
outbreak of disturbances? And when they did break 
out, owing, on the most charitable interpretation, to 
criminal negligence on the part of the administra- 
tion, has it invariably been willing and able to quell 
them with a firm hand? And have there not even 
been cases, for instance in 1936, when armed Jews 
of the same type as Samuel Wolinietz, the latest vic- 
tim in Ramat Hakovesh, and like the many other 
victims who were killed or wounded in that place, 
had to protect (it may seem like sarcasm but it is 
still a fact) the very police stations of the British 
Government against the terrorism of the Mufti’s 
bands? And is the Palestine administration in a posi- 
tion to state with full assurance that in the future it 
will no longer allow Jewish property to be set afire, 
old men and women to be slaughtered, and bombs to 
be thrown at Jewish school children? Has it the 
moral right to demand that Jews refrain from what it 
chooses to call “illegal military training”? 

* * * 

The whole complex of events in and around Pal- 
estine in the past few months is hardly likely to re- 
assure us. Secret negotiations are taking place every 
day in Cairo concerning the creation of an Arab 
Federation and the place of Palestine in such a 
scheme. We are not invited to participate in these 
negotiations, for apparently we are looked upon as a 
superfluous and troublesome element in Palestine. 
The Prime Minister of Iraq has already made his cal- 
culations that after the war not only will Jews find it 
unnecessary to immigrate to Palestine, but the 
majority of Jews already there will gladly return to 
their old “homes in a liberated and democratic Eur- 
ope.” The political purposes of this “optimistic” 
faith in the “freedom and democracy” of the future 
Europe is obvious. If we consider also the news that 








the Government intends to readmit to Palestine the 
Mufti's relatives and aides, and that the Prime Min- 
ister of Egypt plans to invite to Cairo for the Pan- 
Arab negotations a delegation from Palestine, in 
which he is to include as members those same Arabs 
who refused even to meet with the Jewish represent- 
atives at the London Round Table Conference, it is 
easy to understand the lines of thought prevalent 
among the Arab nationalists who are now being 
supported by certain British groups. They are quite 
simple: to liquidate Zionist aspirations; and, as for 
the existing community, first of all, to keep alive the 
idea of a “re-evacuation” of the Jews to Europe or 
else, secondly, if a half million Jews must remain in 
the country, then, as certain of the more “‘progress- 
ive” Arabs contemplate, to give them the same 
“autonomous rights” as will be given to the Christian 
minority in religious matters. 


We do not undertake to determine whether or not 
the British Government itself has reached a final 
decision on what to do about Palestine and the sur- 
rounding countries after the war. One of the alter- 
native plans under consideration seems, however, to 
be the creation of an Arab Federation—largely ficti- 
tious—in order to facilitate a disguised imperial con- 
trol of that part of the world. Part of the strategy of 
carrying out such a plan is, as recent events should 
convince us, the liquidation of competing French 
influence. Suddenly British officialdom have become 
great advocates of independence for colonial peoples, 
and they have demanded that the French immedi- 
ately, in the midst of the war, surrender their Man- 
date over Lebanon. One might think that Great 
Britain had already given up its power over its own 
colonies and mandated territories, so that it is in a 
position to give lessons in altruism to de Gaulle and 
the French Committee of National Liberation. But 
even the blind can see that the Lebanese patriots, 
whose demand of independence would be fully justi- 
fied if one were to disregard wartime conditions, 
would not have dared at this moment to initiate their 
revolt unless encouraged to do so by certain British 
representatives. This liquidation of French influence 
in Syria and Lebanon is a vital pre-condition for 
“rounding out” their own hegemony over the Arab 
world. (And Lebanese nationalists, whatever their 
calculations may be, would have to be very naive not 
to understand this.) As part of this “rounding-out” 
process, it is apparently believed in certain British 
circles that the liquidation of Zionism is also neces- 
sary. For, such a plan and strategy provides the only 
explanation of the acts of the Palestine Administra- 
tion with regard to Jews. In order to weaken the 
Jewish factor even before the end of the war, it is 
necessary first of all to disarm the Jewish community, 
and place it at the mercy of the Arab population, so 
that it will be dependent for protection upon the 
good will of the local British administration. And in 
order to justify this whole program in some way 
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before public opinion in the Allied countries, it is 
further necessary to besmirch the Jewish name, de- 
pict the Jewish community as an armed menace to 
Great Britain, America, Russia, and to disseminate 
stupid rumors of Jewish preparation for armed re- 
volt, as the story goes, against the Arab world, and 
against the British Empire and against all its Allies. 
* * * 

This series of acts by the Government carries all 
the signs of a deliberate policy of provocatiom. They 
deliberately provoked the settlers in Ramat Hako- 
vesh to acts of resistance. The suspension of the 
Jewish press was a second act of provocation. The 
publication of a government bulletin in Hebrew as a 
“substitute” for the banned press was an insult added 
to injury. The government knew very well that the 
only possible reaction to such a step in the atmos- 
phere of irritation and excitement which prevailed in 
the country was bound to be a public demonstrative 
bonfire. The transfer of Wolinietz, wounded as he 
was, from Ramat Hakovesh to a government hospital 
in Nablus (and precisely to Nablus, the notorious 
center of Arab terrorists and Jew-hating outlaws, at 
a time when there were other, Jewish, hospitals in 
the neighborhood, and after the local Jewish doctor 
had earnestly warned against moving the wounded 
man at all in his serious condition) was evidently 
done with the design to arouse bitterness in the 
Yishuv. The police or military assumed medical res- 
ponsibility for a severely wounded man although 
there was a doctor on the spot who warned against 
it; and if there were any real law and order in Pales- 
tine today, those who did so should be tried for 
manslaughter. 

It is to be regretted, particularly in wartime, that 
certain excited individuals tore down the British flag 
from the government building in Tel Aviv during a 
mass demonstration; but this is a consequence not of 
Jewish lawlessness but of government acts, of its 
persistent undermining of the last vestiges of respect 
for the guardians of law and order. Jews in America 
have every reason to express their agreement with 
the demands made by David Ben Gurion at the 
services in Ramat Hakovesh. There must be no more 
attacks on Jewish settlements with the purpose of 
disarming them; a special commission should be sent 
from Great Britain with authority to make an objec- 
tive investigation of the whole situation in the 
country. 

If this is not done, it should surprise no one if a 
direct accusation is made that the Palestine adminis- 
tration is trying to provoke bloodshed in Palestine 
and planning to drive the Jewish community to acts 
of desperation in full knowledge of the possible 
tragic consequences. If these demands are not met it 
will be very difficult not to hold responsible for 
everything which may still happen in the country, 
not only the local administration, but the govern- 
ment in London as well. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY HOMELANDS 


eye AGAIN suggestions of a territoralist solu- 
tion for the Jewish problem have cropped up 
in the press. Jews, we are told for the n-th time, need 
a land, any land, wherever it may be found, or wher- 
ever there are people kind enough to let them in. 
Palestine must not be the only place for Jewish 
settlement. The authors of this shopworn suggestion 
hint very broadly of a large country with a sparse 
and civilized population where free land is available 
aplenty. We are further informed that there exist 
souls in that country who would be broad-minded 
enough to welcome Jewish immigration in order to 
help develop their hitherto uncultivated lands. That 
country is Australia. In recent years its name has 
been linked a number of times with plans for Jewish 
colonization. The chief advocate of Australia for 
Jewish settlement, Dr. J. N. Steinberg, now visiting 
in America, has spent four years on that continent 
and established influential social and political con- 
tacts. 


Glad tidings of countries with a surplus of avail- 
able land, with favorable climate, and other geogra- 
phic appurtenances suitable for Jewish settlement are 
no longer a novelty. Ever since 1903, when a plan 
for an autonomous Jewish territory outside of Pales- 
tine was brought up for the first time, some version 
of this idea has been advanced every two or three 
years. In succession there were trotted out before us 
Uganda (which we now know possessed many more 
favorable features to recommend it than we suspected 
forty years ago), Angola, Cyrenaica, Texas, Abys- 
sinia, the Crimea, Biro-Bidjan, Alaska, Lower Cali- 
fornia, Ecuador, British Guiana, and San Domingo. 
The results of all the various schemes and plans are 
familiar, and the fact that so many projects ended 
with naught, should scarcely encourage any new 
venture of this sort. Will the Australia plan meet 
with better fortune? Is the Kimberley region more 
suitable and easier to colonize than above enumerated 
territories? Are political conditions in this region 
more favorable? 


It would be difficult to formulate a clear-cut 
answer to these questions. Highly specialized infor- 
mation and laborious investigation would be re- 
quired. We are convinced that Dr. Steinberg, the 
author of the plan, is sincere and that during the time 
of his sojourn in Australia he made a conscientious 
effort to familiarize himself with its potentialities for 
Jewish colonization. Nonetheless we believe we are 
justified in declaring outright that his project does 
not merit serious attention. The reason is that Kim- 
berley is in Australia and not in Palestine. 


We can easily visualize the reaction of non-Zion- 
ists or anti-Zionists who will read such a statement: 
These people are obsessed with a fixation; they are 
dominated by a kind of fetishism which blinds them 
to realities; they cherish romantic aspirations at the 
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expense of real needs. Disparaging remarks of this 
sort have long become familiar to Zionists. Nearly 
forty years ago Eliezer Ben-Yehudah, the father of 
modern spoken Hebrew, from his home in Palestine 
seized upon the plan for colonizing Uganda as the 
final and ultimate salvation. At that time, too, colo- 
nists in Petakh-Tikvah and Rekhobot viewed the 
first groups of Halutzim who reached Palestine from 
Russia as impractical day-dreamers who had bypassed 
Uganda, a land flowing with milk and honey, and 
come instead to a land without a future, Palestine. 
Nor have we forgotten the rebellious outcry of the 
Hebrew writer, Micah Yosef Berdichevski: “I do not 
wish to be a watchman in a cemetery!” Looking 
back at these devotees of Uganda, we do not feel 
that we have a right to condemn any of them today. 
From a purely logical standpoint they were probably 
right. But at this late date we also know that certain 
logical conclusions and rational deductions are not 
respected by history; while other ideas, which may 
at some time be characterized as fantastic, are smiled 
upon by history and are borne onward to fruition. 
Something of this nature has occurred to territorial- 
ism on the one hand, and to Zionism on the other. 
* * * 

Forty years ago those Zionist leaders who favored 
Uganda lacked the courage to say: Uganda instead 
of Palestine. Herzl and Nordau as well as Zangwill 
then evolved the formula that Uganda was to serve 
as a temporary asylum—a Nachtasyl—on the road 
which led ultimately to Palestine. Those who then 
left the Zionist movement and called themselves 
territorialists were much more candid in this respect. 
Uganda, they said, or some other suitable territory, 
should be an end in itself and not merely a way 
station on the way to permanent settlement in Pal- 
estine. Dr. Steinberg and his Freeland group avoid 
the mistaken idea advanced by Herzl and Nordau, 
the idea of building up a country, and then leaving 
all that had been created with much labor to begin 
all over again in Palestine. Nor do they offer their 
plan as a substitute for the settlement of Palestine. 
The present Jewish community in Palestine is too 
significant a factor, Jewish achievements in Palestine 
are on too broad a scale, and the potentialities of the 
community are too great to be ignored by any sen- 
sible person. But is it true that there is no contra- 
diction between the continued upbuilding of Pales- 
tine as a Jewish Commonwealth and large-scale 
colonization in Australia? On the surface, this view 
may appear to be correct. But unfortunately, con- 
temporary political realities are full of illogical fac- 
tors that compel us to say that there is a sharp 
contradiction between the two. 

In so far as Jews are at present interested in colo- 
nizing a land, such colonization must be concen- 
trated territorially and embrace large numbers. 
Settling even a few thousand Jews on good land in 
a neighborhood of decent people is a worthwhile 
accomplishment, but one of little significance from 
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a broad, historical viewpoint. What, we may ask, is 
the potential contribution of settling fifty or even a 
hundred thousand Jews toward solving the problems 
of the Jewish people as a whole? Can a community 
of such size become autonomous, not only in the 
technical administrative sense of exercising such self- 
government as does any county or township in a 
civilized country, but in the sense of helping to create 
a national mode of life and fostering its own civili- 
zation? There is no scientific yardstick for determining 
the exact number of people required in order that a 
community may retain and develop its individuality 
as a group and not be engulfed by the surrounding 
overwhelming mass. But there are grounds for 
doubting whether in our day a small group can hope 
to survive. To preserve its identity, an ethnic group 
in the twentieth century must consist at least of 
hundreds of thousands, if not of millions. 


Our problem today consists not merely in coloni- 
zation as such, but in /Jarge-scale colonization. Our 
task is to concentrate a maximum number of Jews in 
compact settlements in one area. Is this possible in 
Australia? From a purely geographic standpoint it 
is not impossible. The Kimberley region is approxi- 
mately the size of Belgium. Natural conditions do 
not present unsurmountable obstacles, and it is con- 
ceivable that a community of millions should be 
settled on Kimberley’s seven million acres. But would 
Australia tolerate the establishment within its borders 
of such a large community aiming to develop auto- 
nomously along Jewish lines? Australia needs a 
rapid increase in its population, and many farseeing 
Australians had adopted the slogan, “Populate or 
Perish!” just before the outbreak of the present war. 
But is Australia willing to permit its Kimberley dis- 
trict to be developed into an enclave resembling the 
French province of Quebec in Canada? Is ethnically 
homogeneous Australia willing to transform itself 
into a bi-national state like Canada, or like South 
Africa, with its English and Boers? These questions 
would not be of such great importance if we were 
discussing a mere welfare project for a number of 
homeless Jews; but what we are considering is a 
territorial plan for the Jewish people. On this aspect 
of the problem, Dr. Steinberg, its author, has said 
nothing. If his plan envisages only a small scale 
settlement in Australia, then the entire project be- 
comes of such minor importance, when compared 
with the scope and significance of our enterprise in 
Palestine, that one may justly doubt whether we can 
afford to divide our energies for its sake. The coming 
years will be difficult ones and all our forces will 
have to be mobilized for the huge principal task 
ahead of us. 

* * * 


It is our misfortune that in the coming post-war 
years the “emigration pressure” of the Jewish people 
will be far less than it was only a short time ago. 
When Dr. Steinberg went to Australia four years 
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ago to study its potentialities for colonization, Jews 
were a relatively large people. During the time he 
spent there we became a much smaller people. Hitler 
has reduced to a considerable extent the Jewish need 
for emigration; and it would be senseless to ignore 
the fact that in Poland, the greatest reservoir of 
Jewish emigration, there may remain only about a 
million Jews, according to reports reaching us. Po- 
land is still in the Nazi grip. How many of those 
still alive today will survive to see the end of the 
war? And how many of them will remain physically 
capable of pioneering colonization tasks after their 
ordeals? Now, at the end of 1943, we can no longer 
think in terms of 1939 figures, nor even of the num- 
ber of Jews alive at the beginning of 1942, before 
the Nazis undertook the total physical annihilation 
of the Jews. 


The emigration of great masses of Jews from 
Europe is no longer possible. The number of poten- 
tial emigrants we must provide for at the end of this 
war will be less than at the end of the first World 
War. Concretely we will have to consider the needs 
of the surviving Jews in Rumania and Hungary; the 
tragically reduced remnant in Poland; the few Jews 
of Turkey, for whom life becomes ever less tolerable 
under an extremely nationalistic regime; and the 
few hundred thousands living in Arabic speaking 
lands—North Africa, Iraq, Yemen—where hopes 
for peaceful coexistence of Jew and Arab are dim 
indeed. Our “emigration potential”—omitting the 
Soviet Union and the American countries—is there- 
fore no more than about two million. And this num- 
ber can be settled in Palestine, without resorting to 
additional territories, even according to conservative 
estimates of Palestine’s “absorptive capacity”. 


A non-Jewish legislator in Canada hinted some 
months ago that the United Nations are purposely 
abstaining from an attempt to save the Jews of 
Europe, because they would prefer not to be burdened 
with a large Jewish problem after the war. Whether 
this hint has any basis in fact or not, it is true that 
Hitler has already “eased” the headaches awaiting 
the post-war democratic world when it attempts to 
cope with Jewish emigration, or with the problem of 
reintegrating the uprooted Jews into the economic 
life of their erstwhile homelands. We have become 
a smaller people; and unless we should plan an 
exodus not only from occupied Europe but also from 
Russia, England, and America (an idea not in con- 
flict with the Zionist view, but hardly one now on 
the order of the day) we must realize that Jewish 
population pressure is much weaker today then it 
was a short time ago. It is therefore impractical and 
senseless to indulge in speculations concerning ter- 
ritories to supplement Palestine. It should also be 
remarked here that two million Jews concentrated 
in a single country, whether in Palestine or some 
district of Australia, would be a much more potent 
and dynamic force, politically and economically as 
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well as culturally, than two groups, one million in 
Palestine and one million in Australia. Everyday 
arithmetic does not apply to such problems. 


But how can one be sure that Palestine will ab- 
sorb the emigrating Jews after the war? Granted 
that geographically and economically there are no 
obstacles, is that sufficient to assure that they will be 
colonized there? It is not enough that a country con- 
tains free land, opportunities for irrigation and in- 
dustrial development, and favorable commercial 
relations with the outside world. To put into effect 
such a large-scale program of colonization, favorable 
political conditions are required. And what if Eng- 
land, or other forces in conjunction with England, 
should not permit the realization of this plan? Can 
anyone guarantee that we will be permitted to utilize 
Palestine’s absorptive capacity to the full for those 
Jews who are so much in need of a home? 


No one can guarantee such an eventuality, and 
there is no person among us who can offer such an 
assurance. (Even less can one guarantee that 
Australia will allow a Jewish community of two mil- 
lion or even of one million to be settled in Kimber- 
ley.) But it is precisely because no one can offer such 
a guarantee that we believe it is harmful to advance 
new territorial projects at this time. The political 
situation of Zionism is far from secure today. Many 
dangers and pitfalls beset Jewish hopes and Jewish 
efforts in Palestine. It should not be hard to grasp 
that the more concentrated our political effort as a 
people, the more it is fixed on one spot, the better are 
our chances of succeeding. On the other hand, the 
more parallel demands we make and the. more 
diverse plans we advance, the more alibis will be 
forthcoming from our opponents in their effort to 
evade our basic demand. In the fall of 1938 certain 
groups in England tried to undermine political Zion- 
ism in a gentle and “painless” manner. Let the Jews 
“have” British Guiana instead of Palestine, they said, 
and cease clamoring that England had deceived them. 
In Washington certain official circles feel that quar- 
rels with the Arabs should be avoided and that Jews 
should be compensated for their disappointment in 
Palestine by being granted opportunities for coloni- 
zation in Angola—the same Angola which once be- 
fore, in pre-World War I days, was touted as a 
suitable area for Jewish colonization. One of the 
serious dangers confronting the upbuilding of a Jew- 
ish Palestine, and one which we must recognize at 
all times, is the plan, ever-present in the background, 
to “compensate” Jews elsewhere, in some place where 
the political complications are less serious, or where 
it can be pretended that this is the case. 

It is true that latter-day territorialists are no longer 
opposed to settlement in Palestine; and when Dr. 
Steinberg advances his plan for colonization in 
Australia, he adds at the very beginning that his plan 
is auxiliary to Palestine and not in competition with 
it. 
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Yet, a Jewish colonization plan in Australia, no 
matter how far it is practicable, plays directly into 
the hands of those who are interested in scrapping 
Jewish claims on Palestine, and destroying the moral 
force behind those demands. From this standpoint, 
Dr. Steinberg’s plan for colonization in Australia 
falls in effect into the category of anti-Zionist plans, 
no matter how much its proponents reiterate that 
they do not intend to enter into competition with 
Zionism, and that personally they are even pro- 
Zionist. 


The political questions surrounding Palestine and 
the future role of the Jews there are sufficiently com- 
plicated already. One should not add to the com- 
plications, nor dissipate the limited strength of the 
Jewish people and the none too extensive sympathy 
for our work in Palestine by parallel projects and 
ambitious supplements to Zionism. 


A First STEP 


= MONTH the first official breach in the pas- 
sivity, and one might almost say the stupor, with 
which the Western Hemisphere has regarded atroc- 
ities which would have been incredible, if Hitler had 
not forced us to believe them, was made by the Gov- 
ernment of Canada. The restrictive Canadian immi- 
gration policy, it has been stated, will henceforth be 
dropped in order to “facilitate the movement of refu- 
gees from Spain and Portugal to Canada.” Canadian 
immigration officials have already arrived in Lisbon 
to examine applications and issue the necessary visas. 
No general requirements have been set up with re- 
gard to race, religion, or profession of prospective 
immigrants, but visas will be issued to all individuals 
without distinction, subject to the decision of the 
authorities on individual cases. 


We do not know how many individuals will find 
refuge through this new policy of the Canadian Gov- 
ernment. It may well be that their number will not 
turn out to be very large. The essential problem still 
remains not one of finding more secure shelter for 
those refugees who have already escaped into neutral 
European countries, but of bringing about the rescue 
of those “potential refugees” who are still in Hitler's 
grip. This task is one which Canada could not have 
been expected to accomplish by its own independent 
action. It is properly the duty of the United Nations 
as a whole, and perhaps chiefly of the leading powers 
whose duty it is to act for the United Nations during 
this critical period. We do not feel called upon to 
propose to those governmental authorities upon 
whom this responsibility rests the particular proce- 
dures by which they can carry it out. We must record 
our conviction, however, that a way to rescue those 
in danger can be found. One way or many ways, 
through a formal agency or by informal methods— 
these questions it is not our province to decide. But 
surely it cannot be tolerated that no effective action 
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should be taken for month after month, until the last 
hope of remedying the situation is lost. 


Without prejudice to more fundamental measures, 
the United States can still parallel the action of the 
Canadian Government by quickly adopting one or 
another of the pending legislative projects which 
state America’s intention of maintaining its tradi- 
tional right of asylum. The affirmation of our will to 
rescue would not only clear the atmosphere but it 
would break ground. for the adoption of a broader 
and more far-reaching program in which methods 
would be found not only to ease the lot of refugees 
who are out of immediate danger, but to bring about 
the rescue of the condemned in Axis Europe. 


TWENTY YEARS OF A CAMPAIGN 


$ hatenagee’ YEARS ago the leaders of Jewish 
trade union organizations got together for a 
new purpose; to organize their assistance for the 
young trade union movement of Palestine, then 
in its initial stages of development. The occasion 
was a striking one because, in a way, it signalized the 
maturity and independence of the Jewish labor 
movement in this country, and its ability to strike out 
on its own path without the benefit of guidance from 
its prototypes in Europe. 

The leadership of the Jewish workers in the 
United States was drawn to a large extent from 
among workers and intellectuals whose political 
views had been formed by the Arbeiter Bund, the 
Association of Jewish Workers in Poland, Russia, 
and Lithuania. To the extent that the influence of 
this organization prevailed, the Jewish workers’ 
movement tended to adhere to peculiarly doctrinaire 
views. It inclined to regard the millenial attachment 
of the Jewish masses to the land of their forefathers 
as, at best, a sentimental oddity for which there was 
no warrant in the catechisms of progressive move- 
ments, and, at worst, as a dangerous diversion from 
the true class interests of the Jewish worker, a sort of 
Jewish opiate of the people. With such an attitude 
it is easily understandable why the orthodox reaction 
to the young Jews who went to Palestine in order to 
become pioneers and workers should have been to 
ignore them or else to combat any sign of sympathy 
for their aims. 

The Jewish labor movement in America, as we 
have said, owes a great deal to the leadership of 
- former members of the Arbeiter Bund, whose contri- 
butions to what has been one of the most forward- 
looking of trade union movements in this country 
will always be remembered. But its narrow and 
myopic antagonism to “Eretz Israel” was something 
which did not flourish in the free and pragmatic 
atmosphere of the American trade union movement. 
Native sympathies, drawn from an ancient and cher- 
ished religious tradition, which bound the laboring 
Jewish masses in this country to Palestine, were not 
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suppressed in the Jewish labor movement here. 
Doctrinaire objections to Zionism had to give way to 
the deeply felt loyalty of the Jewish workers to their 
people, to its past and to its aspirations. 

Thus, twenty years ago the Jewish workers in the 
United States came together and founded the annual 
campaign, now in its twentieth year, of financial aid 
to the General Federation of Jewish Workers in Pal- 
estine. In those twenty years, the loyalty and devo- 
tion of the American Jewish workers to their people 
have been fully vindicated. What started as a move- | 
ment of aid to a small and struggling group, aiming 
to set up in Palestine a national community based on 
the principles of cooperation and labor, has devel- 
oped into support for an enterprise of the highest 
historic importance, an enterprise which has made 
and will continue to make crucial contributions to- 
wards enabling the Jewish people to survive the pre- 
sent era of cruel persecution. The aid which the Jew- 
ish workers here gave to the Histadrut in Palestine 
has meant the difference between life and death for 
hundreds of thousands of their brethren and their 
close relations in Europe. It has set forth a living 
denial of the slanders and contumelies hurled against 
the Jews by their bitter foes on every side, and pro- 
vided a recompense for the humiliations endured 
elsewhere. 

The observation of this twentieth anniversary of 
the Geverkshaften Campaign is thus a monument to 
the common sense and attachment to historic values 
of the Jewish masses in America, and particularly of 
the Jewish trade union movement. 


THIRTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF J.N.W.A. 


: an THIRTIETH ANNIVERSARY of the Jew- 
ish National Workers’ Alliance, which will be 
celebrated at Carnegie Hall on December 12, crowns 
a distinguished record of devotion to the interests of 
the Jewish people. During the span of a whole 
human generation, the Alliance has devoted itself to 
the honorable task of organizing and educating 
American Jewry in a progressive and Jewish spirit, 
to their own advantage and in aid of Jewish interests 
the world over. The Labor Zionist activities of the 
Alliance on behalf of Palestine have been paralleled 
by their pioneer work in progressive Jewish educa- 
tion, and on behalf of progressive and Jewish causes 
in this country. 

The coming years of crisis and decision impose 
heavy duties upon the Alliance, as a member of the 
Labor Zionist movement. It is fortunate, thanks to 
thirty years’ work which have made it one of the 
chief Jewish fraternal organizations, in being able to 
bring to its responsibilities an intimate understand- 
ing of the thoughts and feelings of the mass of 
American Jews. May it always be their true tribune, 
and continue to speak and act, as it has in the past 
thirty years, with their forthrightness and their 


loyalty. 
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UNRRA and the Jewish Case 


by Arieh Tartakower 


EFORE THIS first session of the Council of the 
United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Ad- 
ministration, there was room for doubt whether it 
would be able to deal adequately with the problems 
with which it was faced. No such doubt can remain 
in view of the achievements of this session. No one 
who was present and studied the material prepared 
for the session, its agenda, and its minutes, can ig- 
nore the historic importance of what happened in 
those days. It was the first real step toward world 
reconstruction, and, in particular, a significant ex- 
pression of human solidarity. 

It was, first of all, a conference based on the idea 
of the cooperation of all nations. There will be in 
the future no one rich uncle, who is to grant help 
and to declare his will to the supported nations, as 
was the case in a considerable degree after the first 
World War. All nations will have to carry the bur- 
den alike, in proportion, of course, to their ability, at 
present and after liberation. 

Second, the work will be carefully prepared, by a 
detailed survey of the present situation, the available 
stocks, problems of transportation, expenses, and 
necessary machinery to cope effectively with such a 
tremendous task. Here again there is a great differ- 
ence from the relief situation after the first World 
War: having been improvised within a few weeks, 
the relief administration at that time was unable to 
cope satisfactorily with existing hardships. 

A third characteristic feature of the present relief 
plan is the idea of self help, which is stressed very 
strongly. Just as in the relations between the gov- 
ernments concerned, so in the administration within 
each country, the demoralizing division between 
those who grant the necessary stocks and funds and 
those cared for and guided is being abolished, as far 
as possible. Assistance is to be given in such a way 
as not to offend the feelings of the assisted people, 
nor to impair their self respect. They are to control 
their own destiny as soon as possible and to the full- 
est extent possible. This again is a feature which was 
neglected in the earlier case. It will now be taken 
care of properly, thus making it at least probable that 
the work of rescuing people from starvation and 
homelessness will at the same time preserve their 
human dignity and their will to be fully independent. 

Closely connected with this, a final feature of the 
present preparations, favorably contrasting with pre- 
vious practice, should be noted. This is the combin- 
ation of relief work with the no less important work 
of rehabilitation. The fact that these two funda- 
mental humanitarian activities have, this time, been 
so intimately tied together that it is almost impos- 
sible to separate them, may be—if the principle is 


strictly observed in its implementation—of primary 
importance for the future of mankind. A method of 
reintegrating the assisted people into normal econ- 
omic pursuits in a manner giving adequate considera- 
tion both to their interests and the interests of man- 
kind is a desideratum whose importance can hardly 
be exaggerated. It is therefore a proof of political 
maturity, that not only the principle as such is being 
stressed, but at the same time ways and means are 
being sought to secure its practical realization. 
* * * 

These are the four essential parts of the Magna 
Carta of human mercy whose first chapter was writ- 
ten in Atlantic City. They are of a great significance 
for all the nations of the world; but they are incom- 
parably more urgent and more important for the 
Jewish people. Certainly the Jews are, even theoret- 
ically, no less interested than others in international 
cooperation in the field of relief, as well as in its care- 
ful planning, and in the gradual transition from 
strictly humanitarian work to normal economic 
activities. 

However it would be a mistake to assume that the 
Jewish approach to all these problems can be the 
same as that of most other peoples. There are few 
fields in which the uniqueness of the Jewish plight is 
as strongly marked. This is not, or at least not primar- 
ily, the consequence of a specific Jewish tradition; 
although it cannot be doubted, that the idea of 
charity has a place in Jewish psychology and in Jew- 
ish history which it cannot have among other peoples 
without the recurrent problems of the Exile. How- 
ever in the present case, the necessity of a specific 
approach to the problem of relief and rehabilitation 
for the Jews is a direct consequence of the magnitude 
of the disaster which has befallen the Jewish people. 

No other people, not even the unfortunate Chi- 
nese, suffered relatively as much as the Jews did in 
the present war, including the last few years before 
the outbreak of actual international hostilities. The 
entire Jewish people has been singled out by the 
Nazis and their followers for persecutions whose ex- 
tent and cruelty stands unique in the history of man- 
kind. The Jewish population of the Axis-occupied 
and Axis-influenced countries—with but a few ex- 
ceptions—have been either killed, or deprived of all 
their property and deported from their homes to al- 
most ‘certain death from starvation, overwork in 
forced labor gangs, and inhuman persecution. To 
organize the work of mercy for such a population 
means quite a different thing than to do it for other 
peoples of whom only a part were affected by the 
events of the present war; and even the sufferings of 
this part can hardly be compared with the terrible 
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plight of the European Jews. Feeding an entire 
people, men, women, and children, systematically 
starved for many previous years, is a task as unique 
as restoring the health of a people, with almost no 
healthy persons left; or repatriating a people consist- 
ing almost entirely of the deported; or building a 
normal life for a people which was ousted from all 
its positions and deprived of all its property. Such 
tasks cannot be met with normal means. New ways 
will have to be sought to cope with the cruel hard- 
ships already existing at the present moment, and the 
multiplying complications which will arise when the 
countries of Europe are liberated. 

* * * 

Three things follow from the recognition of this 
fundamental fact: First, that the problem of Jewish 
relief and rehabilitation must be very carefully 
studied and must be presented to the outside world 
in a form which will make the unique responsibility 
evident; second, that constant Jewish advice must be 
sought in all relief schemes prepared on behalf of 
organized mankind, in order to make sure that the 
urgent needs of the Jewish population will be given 
adequate consideration; and third, that there will be 
proper Jewish representation in the machinery which 
will be responsible for the practical work of relief 
and rehabilitation, since almost day by day it will 
confront specific problems arising out of the tragedy 
of European Jewry. 

Unfortunately none of these three conditions has 
so far been satisfactorily provided for. The first com- 
prehensive effort to present the problem of post-war 
Jewish relief and rehabilitation was made in the 
memorandum submitted by the World Jewish Con- 
gress on November 13 to the Council of the United 
Nations Relief and Rehabilitation Administration. 
It remains to be seen how this effort will influence 
future developments. However, as far as Jewish 
advice to and Jewish representation in the different 
organs of the UNRRA is concerned, very little, if 
anything, has so far been done. This does not, of 
course, depend merely, not even primarily upon Jew- 
ish will. The nations of the world, now united in 
their common effort to win the war and to build a 
new world, are those in whose hands lies the fate of 
the Jewish people in general, and thus also the dis- 
position of this particular problem. 

From this point-of-view, the first session of the 
Council was unsatisfactory in many respects. That 
the Jewish tragedy was not mentioned during the 
meeting, except in a very few words by a very few 
speakers, is perhaps not of crucial importance; for it 
may be a simple continuation of the policy of “Tod- 
schweigen” which is apparently favored in many 
circles of the United Nations with regard to Jewish 
questions. But how, other than by simple ignorance 
of vital details concerning the Jewish population, 
can be explained the original draft of the resolution 
concerning the repatriation of deported persons, 
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which, by restricting the activities of UNRRA in this 
field to nationals of the United Nations and to certain 
categories of stateless persons, excluded from its 
benefit hundreds of thousands of deported Ruman- 
ian, Bulgarian, Italian, and German Jews—all of 
whom arte victims of brutal oppression no less than 
are Allied nationals? How else can the fact be ex- 
plained that it was stated several times in those resol- 
utions that the deportees would be allowed and en- 
abled to return to their former homes or “settled 
residence” —a term which may at least endanger the 
position of those hundreds of thousands of “alien” 
Jews in Western European countries whose residence 
was not altogether “settled”, not by their own fault, 
but because of anti-immigrant laws and regulations 
in various countries? Or that, running through the 
resolutions of this session, the term “war victims’, 
defining the persons falling under the jurisdiction of 
UNRRA, was used without making it sufficiently 
clear that not only immediate war victims are meant, 
but victims of Nazi persecution in the years since 
1933 are also to be included? 

The list of such omissions and flaws could be ex- 
tended, but this is not the purpose of the present 
article. The fact that some of them could be cor- 
rected at the last minute thanks to the efforts of rep- 
resentatives of the World Jewish Congress, who 
were not officially admitted to the conference but 
came to Atlantic City on their own intiative, cer- 
tainly does not diminish the grave character of the 
problem. Unless the Jewish people as such is en- 
abled to present its case and to participate adequately 
in the formulation of the aims and functions of the 
UNRRA, and is also consulted in the actual relief 
and rehabilitation, the work may suffer seriously. 

This is, therefore, the main conclusion to be re- 
peated again and again until it is generally recog- 
nized: The world must understand the specific tasks 
with which it is confronted in the field of relief, as 
far as the Jewish population is concerned; and it 
must be convinced that representatives of the Jewish 
people should participate in a suitable form in the 
work of the UNRRA. In the present structure of 
UNRRA, there are possibilities of admitting not 
only public agencies, but also private organizations 
as observers to its Council and Central Committee, 
with a right to submit suggestions and influence 
the formulation of decisions. Advantage must be 
taken of those possibilities to enable a Jewish repre- 
sentative body, authorized to speak and act on behalf 
of European Jewry to be admitted as observer to the 
Council of the UNRRA and to cooperate with the 
Director General. The World Jewish Congress is 
an appropriate body for such purposes. Only if this 
condition is fulfilled, may we hope that the great 
work of mercy inaugurated by the conference in 
Atlantic City will play a noteworthy role in alleviat- 
ing the inhuman sufferings of European Jewry and 
in building a new and dignified future. 


Ba 
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The American Jewish Committee 


by Ben Halpern 


ete THE American Jewish Committee with- 
drew from the American Jewish Conference, 
the New York York Times copyreaders who handled 
the story put the following headline to it: “Large 
Body Leaves Jewish Conference.” It is a sign of the 
times that persons well-disposed towards the Amer- 
ican Jewish Committee should feel obliged to call it 
“large”. In its robust youth the Committee was 
proud of being small, and considered its highly select 
membership as the chief of its virtues. If it be a 
virtue, then the Committee as now constituted pos- 
sesses it in full measure. It is made up of a handful 
of judges and prominent lawyers, including the 
trusted personal advisers of presidents and govern- 
ors; of bankers, brokers and the heads of mail order 
houses and department stores; of the chiefs of great 
newspapers, publishing houses, and rabbinical sem- 
inaries. But, for the purposes of the American Jew- 
ish Committee, all this (as the experience of almost 
forty years has shown) is not enough. It must be, or 
appear to be, Jarge. It must be, or appear to be, 
representative of the Jewish population in the United 
States. 

Yet small committees of humanitarian persons 
have frequently shown themselves to be extremely 
useful in work on behalf of causes not unlike those 
of the American Jewish Committee. The aims of the 
Committee, as stated in its Charter, are: 

“”.. to prevent the infraction of the civil and reli- 
gious rights of the Jews, in any part of the world; to 
render all lawful assistance and to take appropriate 
remedial action in the event of threatened or actual 
invasion or restriction of such rights, or of unfavorable 
discrimination with respect thereto; to secure for Jews 
equality of economic, social and educational opportunity; 
to alleviate the consequences of persecution and to afford 
relief from calamities affecting Jews, wherever they may 
OCCUL. ... 

If the American Civil Liberties Union, a small, 
private organization, could usefully be organized to 
protect the rights of American citizens, the Society 
for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals to protect 
domestic pets, the American Scenic and Historic Pre- 
servation Society to protect landscapes, why should 
not the American Jewish Committee, a small, private 
organization, protect Jewish civil rights? 

As a matter of fact, the American Jewish Com- 
mittee has done much work, good or bad as the case 
may be, which is quite properly within the province 
of a private committee. It has maintained a Library 
of Jewish Information and subsidized various Jewish 
research bodies; it participates in the publication of 
an American Jewish Year Book; publishes pamph- 
lets and books, and distributes material for radio 
talks, movies, comic strips, magazine articles, photo- 


graphic sequences, and what not, as part of an educa- 
tional campaign to combat anti-Semitism; in cooper- 
ation with other Jewish bodies it has privately and in 
certain cases (as in 1911-12, when the United States 
was persuaded to condemn its commercial treaty 
with Russia because of the discrimination practiced 
against American Jewish citizens) successfully peti- 
tioned government circles for aid to mistreated Jews; 
with other bodies it has participated in public cam- 
paigns of protest and enlightenment against anti- 
immigrant prejudices and congressional bills; and 
with other Jewish bodies it has participated in raising 
funds and establishing organizations for the relief of 
Jews overseas or Jewish refugees in America. 

But the American Jewish Committee is also inter- 
ested in achieving another purpose, not stated in its 
Charter, which makes it quite a different sort of 
organization from the ACLU or the SPCA. The 
latter societies can do their work peacefully, undis- 
turbed by anything other organizations, public or 
private, may do to attain the same ends. The theory 
underlying the operations of the American Jewish 
Committee, however, is such as to oblige the Com- 
mittee to “protect” its clientele, the Jews, not only 
against their enemies but against themselves. Conse- 
quently, the Committee feels called upon to exercise 
authority over Jews and Jewish organizations. For 
this, as long experience has shown, it is advisable to 
appear to be, even if not actually being, not only a 
large but a representative organization. How to 
manage it, while remaining a small, select group— 
with all the supposed virtues of such a group—has 
been the perennial problem of the American Jewish 
Committee throughout thirty-seven years of its exist- 
ence. It arises again now in an actue form through 
the withdrawal of the Committee from the American 
Jewish Conference. 

* * * 


The American Jewish Committee was founded in 
1906 “by a small group of notable Jews, chiefly of 
German origin.” The 1903-1905 pogroms in Rus- 
sia had brought about a temporary union of Jewish 
forces in this country to extend aid in the catastrophe. 
The time seemed ripe for founding a single, compre- 
hensive body to speak and act for all the Jews of the 
country in similar emergencies, and also to deal cur- 
rently with the manifold problems arising from the 
rapid growth of American Jewry to a community of 
millions. 


When the organization meeting of 1906 con- 
vened, various suggestions were before it. A pro- 
posal to establish the committee as a common coun- 
cil of all existing national Jewish organizations was 
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rejected because an attempt to organize in this man- 
ner had already failed. 

A second proposal was made—to constitute the 
American Jewish Committee as a body elected in 
democratic fashion by the Jewish community. This 
suggestion was rejected by a majority of the notables 
on the ground that “unless such an organization con- 
sisted of the most prudent and discreet elements, the 
standing of the Jews might be seriously affected for 
the worse.” The majority seems to have felt that in 
an election, the rash, brash elements would be more 
likely to gain popular support than the prudent and 
discreet. Accordingly, in order to safeguard its pru- 
dence and discretion, the Committee decided not to 
be representative and large, but self-constituted and 
small. Judge Mayer Sulzberger was requested to 
name a committee of fifteen with himself as chair- 
man, which might then be built up by cooption to 
the number of fifty. The Judge, however, seems to 
have been too modest a man to assume authority for 
the whole Jewish population of the United States; so 
that the original fifteen members of the Committee 
were named not by a single man but by a nominat- 
ing committee. The members of the American Jew- 
ish Committee itself, distributed all over the country, 
were to collect groups of ten advisors each in their 
local communities, with power to suggest action to 
the committee, or to act upon the Committee’s 
instructions, but not independently. 

The Committee, so constituted, could claim to be 
composed of prudent and discreet men, whose acts 
could be trusted not to injure “the standing of the 
Jews”. But other organizations already formed, or 
which might be formed in the future, might not all 
be led by persons appointed by Judge Sulzberger or a 
small nominating committee. For the success of its 
program the American Jewish Committee was bound 
either to discourage such groups (whose leadership 
chosen by the members’ election might be prone to 
indiscretion and thoughtlessness) from participating 
in Jewish affairs, or to try to control their policy and 
lead it in “desirable” courses. 

How was a self-constituted body to exercise such 
authority? What changes in structure might be in- 
volved in the effort? 

The arrangement which the Committee would 
have liked best was undoubtedly that their authority 
should be spontaneously recognized by all other 
groups, which would abstain from any action within 
fields which the Committee had marked out for 
itself, or at least would be guided in those fields by 
the Committee. The Committee itself has claimed 
that it is entitled to such obedience, that it is in 
essence “representative”, in the sense that its mem- 
bers have always been recruited, in proportion to 
the Jewish population, from all parts of the country. 
Thus, even though its members were “not neces- 
sarily formally accredited representatives of any or- 
ganization or group, nor in a political sense of the 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


Jews as a whole,” the theory of the Committee has 
always been that its members are “representative of 
American Jewry”, entitled to speak and act for them 
as the Jewish representative in government quarters, 
and to be followed by other Jewish groups. 


A pamphlet (The American Jewish Committee; 
Thirty Years’ Activity) issued under the Commit- 
tee’s imprint puts it this way: 

“It was thought that the deliberate action of such a 
body of representative Jews, even if not Jewish repre- 
sentatives, would appeal for support to the great body 
of Jews. The Committee expected to exert its influence, 
not by virtue of power, conferred in advance, but by 
power, subsequently obtained, through the support of the 
Jews of this country, who might be in sympathy with 
the opinion and action of the Committee.” 

If this was what was thought and expected when 
the Committee was organized, subsequent experi- 
ence showed it to be a vain hope, at least as far as 
the Jews were concerned. The whole career of the 
Committee has been studded with conflicts in which 
it has stood opposed to the “great body of Jews’— 
that is to the large national Jewish membership 
organizations and their “formally accredited repre- 
sentatives”. In such conflicts, the Committee was 
always reproached with being self-constituted and 
with never having been granted any authority by 
those whom it pretended to represent and lead. The 
Committee responded to such criticism by various 
efforts to make itself appear more “representative”, 
in the ordinarily accepted sense of the word. 

The first step in this direction was the already 
mentioned decision to form local “advisory” com- 
mittees for each American Jewish Committee mem- 
ber in local communities. The advisory councils 
were chosen by the local member of the Committee, 


‘of course, and for any increase in their number the 


American Jewish Committee’s consent was required; 
but once constituted they were entitled to elect the 
local American Jewish Committee members from 
their number when the incumbent member’s terms 
should expire. This was supposed to place the Com- 
mittee’s “representative” and “democratic” character 
“beyond cavil”. 

In 1909, the Committee took a much more radical 
step. It entered into an agreement with the then 
forming Kehilla or Community of New York City, 
whereby the chosen heads of the community became 
members of the American Jewish Commitee. The 
Kehilla of New York agreed not to act itself in any 
national or international matters of Jewish interest, 
but to be represented by the American Jewish Com- 
mittee. A similar agreement was also made with the 
newly forming Philadelphia Jewish community. 
Moreover, the committee took on representatives of 
national Jewish organizations as members. A process 
was under way which might conceivably have led to 
the broadening of the American: Jewish Committee 
into a truly representative Jewish body; and might 
possibly even have transformed it into an organiza- 
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tion authorized by and responsible to all the Jews 
in the country. 
* * * 

To all this the first World War put an end. The 
Jews of the United States were driven by the out- 
break of war to demand the creation of a single, 
democratically elected agency to formulate and work 
for the implementation of Jewish post-war demands. 

This was a step for which, despite its advance in 
the direction of democratic organization, the Ameri- 
can Jewish Committee was not prepared. The Com- 
mittee—and particularly Cyrus Adler, one of its 
guiding lights—fought hard against the demand for 
a popularly elected American Jewish Congress to 
formulate a peace program; but in the end they 
yielded, with the understanding that the body was 
not to survive the war. When the war was over, 
however, the proponents of a democratically con- 
stituted American Jewish Congress refused to aban- 
don their creation. The Committee was faced with 
a rival, which claimed a firmer authority and more 
representative character. 

The challenge required a change in the structure 
of the Committee, to give it a more representative 
character based upon a voting constituency. The 
need of a change was underscored by the collapse of 
the Kehilla movement in New York and Philadel- 
phia, thus robbing the American Jewish Committee 
of its only organized mass constituent A way out 
was found in the fact that a considerable number of 
individuals throughout the country had been making 
annual contributions to the Committee. Conse- 
quently, the executive body of the American Jewish 
Committee reported to the 1921 meeting that: 

“Your Executive Committee has reached the conclu- 
sion that the present method of electing members to the 
General Committee are no longer suited to our type of 
organization. It believes that in view of the fact that 
the Committee now has a considerable body of con- 
tributors, whose numbers are steadily increasing, these 
persons with the representatives of. national organiza- 
tions actually form the constituency of the organization 
and should have a voice in selecting members of the 
General Committee, whenever vacancies occur or terms 
expire. 

The necessary changes were introduced at the next 
meeting, so that thereafter the individual contribu- 
tors, or sustaining members, were theoretically rec- 
ognized as the constituents of the American Jewish 
Committee and given a voice on choosing their 
representatives whenever a vacancy arose. The ex- 
pedient did not turn out well, because the number of 
individual contributors to the American Jewish Com- 
mittee never became very large. Another method 
was found, however, which permitted the American 
Jewish Committee to claim a truly impressive con- 
stituency. Not only individuals, but philanthropic 
federations and “welfare funds” began to be num- 
bered among the contributors to the various projects 
which the American Jewish Committee had in hand. 
By inducing these federations and welfare funds to 
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nominate members to the American Jewish Com- 
mittee (“from among the sustaining members or 
supporters of the American Jewish Committee in 
that city as listed by the main office of the American 
Jewish Committee”) it became possible to claim to 
represent the entire community served by each such 
federation or welfare fund. The pretense is trans- 
parent of course. These philanthropic funds all 
contribute to hundreds of other institutions and 
organizations, as well as to the American Jewish 
Committee. All these institutions receiving grants 
from welfare funds have “sustaining members” or 
“supporters” in each city, and could consequently, 
with as much justice as the American Jewish Com- 
mittee, claim through them to represent the entire 
community. Transparent or not, the pretense gives 
great satisfaction to the American Jewish Committee, 
and is proudly brought forward on every possible 
occasion. 

Thus, the American Jewish Committee as at pres- 
ent constituted is made up of three (or perhaps four 
categories) of “corporate” members. The first are 
“community representatives’. 


“, .. in those cities in which the Committtee derives 
its support from local federations or welfare funds, the 
boards of directors of such federations or welfare funds 

. elect the community representatives from among 
the Sustaining Members or Supporters of the American 
Jewish Committee in that city as listed by the main 
office of the American Jewish Committee.” 

Elsewhere, the community representatives are “elected 


by the Sustaining Members residing in each city.” 


The second category are delegates from national 
Jewish organizations, elected by the organizations. 


The third are members-at-large, elected at the 
annual meeting of the “corporate members”, upon 
the nomination of the Executive Committee. 

* * * 


The Executive Committee of the American Jewish 
Committee not only nominates the members-at-large, 
but also appoints a committee to nominate “commu- 
nity representatives” for cities where the American 
Jewish Committee gets no allocation of funds from 
a federation or welfare fund. A complicated pro- 
cedure is set down in the by-laws for the election of 
such representatives. Sustaining Members in local 
communities are entitled to add nominations to those 
of the nominating committee. Ballots are supposed 
to be mailed to all such members, to be filled out. 
But actually the “legal” procedure does not appear 
to be followed, and nobody cares much about it. 
Since the Committee began to rely on welfare funds 
for support the number of Sustaining Members, 
never very large, has dropped to about the same level 
as that of the “Corporate” Members themselves (sig- 
nificantly most of the leading “corporate members” 
are not listed as sustaining members). The official 
nominations for “community representatives” are 
adopted on a single ballot, together with the nom- 
inees for member-at-large, at the annual meeting— 
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which is attended not by sustaining members but by 
“corporate” members. 

The only members of the American Jewish Com- 
mittee who are chosen by its supposed constituency 
are those named by the local welfare funds or federa- 
tions (from among “supporters .. . listed by the 
main office”) and the delegates of such national 
Jewish organizations as have been approved for 
affiliation with the Committee after “indicating sup- 
port of its general policies and program.” 

If the American Jewish Committee wishes to make 
any claim, however tenuous, of representing the 
Jewish community, its officers and Executive Com- 
mittee should consist chiefly of those two “represen- 
tative” groups. If they have only the right to sit at 
the annual meetings and approve reports, then they 
do not actually conduct the affairs of the Committee, 
and the Committee can claim no representative 
character because of their membership. Who runs 
the Committee? Of its fourteen officers, only one— 
a vice-president—is a welfare fund nominee; none 
is a delegate of a national organization. Of its 
seventy Executive Committee members, only seven 
are federation or welfare fund nominees and three 
were delegates of national organizations before two 
of them recently resigned. Thus the Committee is 
still’ conducted as it was in 1906; by a small, self- 
constituted unrepresentative group. 

The “community representatives” of the American 
Jewish Committee may not represent their commu- 
nities on the Committee; but they do represent the 
Committee in their communities. This is one of the 
sources of the Committee’s strength. Large or not, 
authorized or not, representative or not, the Com- 
mittee has exercised through these men, who are kept 
in close touch with its view and policies by corres- 
pondence and reports, an extraordinary influence, in 
some cases amounting to control, of the public acts 
of the American Jewish community, both nationally 
and locally. 

In an article in the Reconstructionist, Rabbi 
Joshua Trachtenberg once gave a rough account of 
the extent to which Executive Committee members 
of the American Jewish Committee and their families 
dominate the boards of directors of other national 
Jewish communal agencies, particularly those of a 
philanthropic character. This predominance is based 
to a great extent upon the fact that the American 
Jewish Committee leaders are among the largest 
individual donors to Jewish causes. Members of the 
American Jewish Committee have not hesitated on 
occasion to use their power of contributing large 
sums for vital Jewish needs as a club to enforce com- 
pliance with their demands. The same technique is 
equally successful in local communities, charity fed- 
erations, and welfare funds. The control of the 
Executive Committee over important national Jewish 
organizations is thus paralleled and supported locally 
by the influence of American Jewish Committee 
“community representatives”. 
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It is harder, of course, to dominate membership 
organizations like lodges, synagogues, trade unions, 
and Zionist societies in the same way. Yet these 
bodies work in the same fields as the Committee, and 
an- agreement on a common policy is essential for 
both sides. This necessity has often led to compro- 
mise and mutual adjustments. Cases in point have 
been the Jewish Agency—whose lead the committee 
is committed to follow with regard to Palestine; and 
the joint fund-raising and consultation agreement 
with the Anti-Defamation League for combating 
anti-Semitism. In fact, almost all the Committee’s 
interests are now covered by such joint arrangements. 

The best moments in the history of the American 
Jewish Committee have been those in which it has 
really yielded a point to the other fellow’s view. In 
general, the Committee has held out stubbornly 
against any arrangement for joint action other than 
by unanimous consent, so that it might have a veto 
power in reserve. But in view of its real interest in 
united action it has occasionally refrained from using 
its veto—and the result has been significant accom- 
plishment. The outstanding example was the parti- 
cipation of the Committee in the American Jewish 
Congress during the first World War, and the part 
it played under the leadership of Louis Marshall in 
the Jewish delegation to the Versailles Peace Con- 
ference. In this case, the Committee allowed itself 
to bow to the majority will. 

* * * 

The Committee had a similar opportunity in the 
present American Jewish Conference. It seems, 
however, that this time the Committee was threatened 
with a bolt by its die-hard faction if it continued its 
self-education towards democracy. The Committee 
and its leadership did not stand the test. Where 
Marshall might have given precedence to the unity 
and interests of American Jewry as a whole, the 
present leaders of the Committee gave precedence 
to the unity and interests of their own group. 

What will the Committee do now? Their first 
task will undoubtedly be—as it was in 1921—to 
redefine and bolster up their constituency. Leaving 
the Conference, a tiny minority, as they did, they are 
bound to try to build up a more secure representa- 
tive character. The worse half of the Committee— 
the American Council for Judaism—is already on the 
search for individual members. Its bulletin prints 
monthly lists of new adherents. The Committee will 
probably take the same course. 

This, at least, will be to the good. There can be 
no question of the Committee’s maintaining the pose 
of a general community representative. Its general 
community services either have already been or 
could easily be absorbed by joint inter-organizational 
arrangement. Its distinctive function can only be to 
represent a distinct political view. 

It is in itself an approach to democracy, for those 
who sympathize with the Committee’s policies to 
have to line up and have their noses counted. 
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Israel and Assur Meet In Manhattan 


by Hayim Greenberg 


Fo MANY years I had been unaware of the fact 
that there were Assyrians—those same Bnei 
Ashur of whom we read in the Bible—still living. 
It was during the first World War, I recali, that I 
suddenly began to notice new faces on the streets of 
Moscow. These strangers were young and middle- 
aged men, fine, upstanding specimens, with delicate, 
almost aristocratic features; but their apparel re- 
sembled rags more than clothes. They could not 
speak Russian, and stood about on street corners 
equipped with the paraphernalia for blacking boots. 
These Gentiles who answered my questions in the 
ancient Aramaic tongue turned out to be Assyrians, 
sons of that classic people—more ancient, probably, 
than the Jews—that once, together with the Baby- 
lonians, created a great civilization, and was famous 
throughout the Orient for its capital city of Nineveh, 
the “Paris” of Semitic antiquity. As devout Chris- 
tians, with their own scores to settle with the Turks, 
they had begun in 1915 to rebel against Con- 
stantinople, and openly aided the British troops and 
the Russians. Forced to flee by Turkish reprisals, 
large numbers sought refuge in Persia, and some of 
the “surplus” were brought to Kiev and Moscow. 


There they were favored with a special concession: 
the permission to shine boots on the streets. 

It so happens (the whole world is, after all, no 
more than a small town on a large scale) that one 
of those ex-Moscow boot-blacks sought me out in 
New York a few days ago. It would take a thousand- 
and-one nights to recount all his wild adventures in 
reaching America some ten years before. Today he 
is a proud American citizen, and speaks English with 
a charming Oriental accent. He earns his living as 
a janitor in a public school in a New Jersey 
town. I happen to know the principal of that school. 
It was he who sent this man to me, so that we might 
discuss a plan which he had devised for saving the 
Assyrian people. 

It was a truly paradoxical idea: he, a Gentile, 
came to ask the Jews to be generous and set aside 
land in Palestine for a national home for his landless 
and persecuted people. My Assyrian was neither a 
crank nor a clown. He seriously meant what he said, 
and considered his proposal to be absolutely practic- 
able. His people is small: apart from the few thous- 
and settled in Syria some time after the last war, it 
amounts to thirty thousand persons all told, in Iraq. 
His people, then, is small, and the world is large: 
and in this tremendous world it is impossible to find 
a sanctuary for the insignificant remnant of an old 
and noble race. They cannot, as he argued, remain 
in Iraq: Iraq for them is the equivalent of Germany 
for the Jews. They must emigrate, or they will perish 


of hunger and pogroms; and there is no place for 
them to go—every door is locked tight. 

My caller, living in New Jersey, had pondered 
deeply the problem of the Iraqian exile. After much 
thought, he had at last hit upon an idea. Did not a 
Jew once save ancient Assyrian Nineveh from de- 
struction? If not for the prophet Jonah’s warning, 
“the more than twelve times ten thousand” innocent 
souls of that city would have perished. Well then, 
let the Jew again come to the aid of Assyria in the 
most difficult hour of its history. 

Now, at any moment, he believed, a Jewish State 
was about to be established in Palestine. Though he 
knew how great was the Jewish need and how small 
the territory probably intended for the Jewish State, 
he was of the opinion, nevertheless, that the Jews 
should set aside a small section of it for the thirty 
thousand Assyrians of Iraq, receiving them into the 
Jewish Homeland as Jewish citizens of Christian 
faith and granting them local autonomy in their 


district. 
* ae i 


“You're smiling, I see,” he said to me. ‘As though 
Jewish troubles aren’t enough, you must be think- 
ing, ‘now I’m expected to wrack my brains over the 
woes of Gentiles: after all, thirty thousand persons 
are no small matter,’ and before your eyes you must 
see many times thirty thousand Jewish souls, waiting 
for the opportunity to flee their Gehenna. I under- 
stand the queer impression my proposition must 
make upon you. And yet, when all is said and done, 
to whom shall we appeal? We have no press, no 
diplomats. When the High Priest of our Church 
went to the Versailles Peace Conference to claim 
fulfillment of the pledges England had made to us 
during the war (yes, they promised us a national 
home, too), he was barely allowed to finish what he 
had to say. Apparently he knew all the languages 
that Clemenceau, Lloyd George, and Wilson couldn’t 
understand—Arabic, Aramaic, Turkish, and Hebrew 
—and the great men of the age, representing the 
victorious powers, had a splendid excuse for not con- 
sidering his demands. We cannot conceive that one 
of us should one day become the premier of France, 
or the viceroy of India, or a member of the American 
Supreme Court. The Jews will somehow or other 
manage to get what they need. If you are only suf- 
ficiently determined, you are in a position to obtain 
your own state—a small one, true enoygh. But you 
won't stop there. There will have ae a general 
reshuffling of all colonies, and when the time comes, 
the Jewish State will also get its share of territories, 
Jewish Palestine is but a beginning—so why not 
make it a gracious, generous beginning with a historic 
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_ gesture that will leave a profound impression upon 
the world: Issue a declaration to the Assyrian people, 
set aside a portion of the land for them, and then 
the world will have to provide the financial require- 
ments. 

“To whom, if not you, shall we appeal? All the 
wealthy nations have already refused us. A poor man 
helps another poor man more readily. And for that 
matter, who knows what else this may lead to? We 
met thousands of years ago; your prophets were pro- 
phets unto Assur as well as unto Israel. Perhaps 
history means to unite us again, under a single poli- 
tical roof; perhaps Providence intends to compensate 
you for your exile by having you grant us a father- 
land, by taking into your home a fallen people, and 
showing the world how to behave towards the 
fallen...” 

In the days of his youth, my Assyrian had studied 
for the priesthood, and his memory served him re- 
markably well. He began to quote Biblical verses 
and commentaries upon the verses in order to support 
his position, all of them going to prove that the pro- 
phet who had spoken of the “outcasts from the land 
of Assur” had in mind the present-day Assyrians. 

I refrained from answering him (actually, what 
answer could I have given?) for I was mainly in- 
terested in hearing of him and his people, of their 
wanderings in exile and of their present step-mother- 
land. He spoke at length, brought out many details, 
and though personally very humble, repeatedly ex- 
pressed his pride of lineage, race, and church. 

* * * 


The Assyrian church is one of the oldest and most 
aristocratic in Christendom. At the dawn of the 
Middle Ages, its influence extended to the Mediter- 
ranean, and its branches spread unto distant Malabar 
and Sumatra. It even broke through the Chinese 
Wall and won exalted followers in the land of the 
Mandarins. The theological colleges which the 
Assyrians established in the fifth century were famous 
throughout the civilized world. For generations they 
were the chief bearers of the tradition of Greek 
learning, and their learned men spread Greek cul- 
ture in North Africa and Spain. 

The Assyrians are now few in number (about 
half of them were slaughtered or condemned by the 
Turks to die of starvation during the World War); 
but they are far from mere nobodies. With special 
pride my caller told me about a certain Bishop 
Soma, who “not very long ago’”—in the thirteenth 
century that is—came from China to visit Rome. 
What honors the cardinals bestowed upon him, let- 
ting him conduct the services in one of the largest 
Roman churches! And what an impression was 
created “throughout all Christendom” by the fact 
that he conducted the liturgy in Aramaic, the mother 
tongue of Jesus, that same tongue in which, in his 
last hours, he cried out, “Father, Father, wherefore 
hast thou forsaken me?” 

No, they are not gypsies; they are of more ancient 
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lineage than the English, who now profess ignorance 
and cannot remember what they promised the Assy- 
rians during the war years; greater aristocrats than 
the French, who a few years ago threw them a sop in 
Syria. But they are impoverished, few in number and 
nil in influence; and their destiny has brought them 
to Iraq, an Arab-Moslem country, where they are 
persecuted both because they are Christian and be- 
cause they are “foreigners’—a different people and 
race. 

I did not have to inquire about their political con- 
dition. I had been following the developments con- 
cerning them since the first World War. From that 
day in November 1914 on which Turkey entered 
the war, they have not had a day of peace. They had 
to flee from their former home in the district of 
Hakyari in Turkey, a stretch of land near the Rus- 
sian and Persian border. They took refuge in Persia, 
ate bitter slaves’ bread in Czarist Russia, and died by 
the thousands of hunger and disease on the roads, 
until the British assigned a place for them in the 
Mosul section of Iraq. They were not permitted to 
return to Turkey—being regarded as foreigners, un- 
believers, Christians, apostates, beggars, and British 
agents. So several years ago they betook themselves 
to the Syrian border—and were met with machine 
gun fire, and saw their women raped and their chil- 
dren murdered. Back they came over the Iraqi 
border—only to be welcomed with a pogrom. Brit- 
ain somehow arranged that they be permitted to 
remain for the time being; but since then they have 
already suffered a number of slaughters. (Let these 
facts burn into the memories of all those “liberal” 
spirits who advise us Jews to content ourselves to 
remain in an Arabic Palestine as a national minority 
with “internationally guaranteed” minority rights...). 

* * * 


Good people were found who brought the desper- 
ate plight of the Assyrians to the attention of the 
League of Nations. Geneva acted as she usually did 
in such cases: appointed a commission. And what 
was the outcome of that commission? Pledges, plans, 
and then a sigh of despair. One cannot deny that the 
members of the special commission designated by the 
League, each and every one of them, evinced a warm 
and sympathetic interest. They appealed to govern- 
ments and private organizations for financial aid; and 
they did succeed in getting certain sums of money, 
in addition to expressions of sympathy from all sides. 
The only thing they did not succeed in obtaining was 
an agreement by a single government to permit the 
entrance of the thirty thousand Assyrians, and to 
allow them to settle as a distinct community on pur- 
chased land. It seems that there was no spot on the 
earth’s surface available for even a relatively trivial 
number of tortured souls. The members of the 
Geneva Commission became very learned geog- 
raphers in the course of those few years. To what 
part of the world did their plans, their memoranda, 
and petitions not bring them? Special expeditions 
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were sent off to British Guiana, to Brazil, meeting 
with sympathy everywhere, but finding nowhere an 
“empty spot”. The commission began to demand 
that it be liquidated. There was no sense in demon- 
strating one’s own impotence day after day, and year 
after year. 

Finally, a British M.P. named Lecky took pity upon 
the Assyrians and demanded a direct answer from 
the government: How is it, that there is no room to 
settle a tiny flock of harrassed Christians, who had 
so sincerely and freely helped England in the war? 
Is the entire British Empire already settled and over- 
populated? The official reply to this interpellation 
by the well-intentioned deputy was made by 
Prime Minister Chamberlain, to wit: Every intelli- 
gent man knows that there is no room for the Assy- 
rians in the British Isles themselves. The possibilities 
in the colonies (really, in all the colonies?) had been 
considered but it was found that either there was no 
suitable place, or the climate was too difficult, or 
there were “ethnic difficulties” with the local inhabi- 
tants. It was possible, thought Chamberlain, that 
there might be a place for the Assyrians in the 
Dominions. But Britain was not their master, and 
could issue no edicts. Upon this hint the League ap- 
plied directly to the Dominions, all of whom ans- 
wered that “for a variety of reasons” they were forced 
to set aside “their natural sympathies” for that un- 
happy group which had “every moral right to hos- 
pitality”. 

In short, despite “natural sympathies” and the 
acknowledged “right to hospitality”, no hospitality 
was actually to be found. The Assyrians now address 
requests to the Vatican from time to time (are they 
not, after all, a Christian people with a glorious 
tradition? ); the Cardinals answer that they pray for 
them and their well-being. They have recourse to 
wealthy Protestant organizations, and are rewarded 
with a transport of food packages. Territories? 
Where are they to be had? 


* * * 


It finally appeared, as my Assyrian visitor gave me 
to understand, that there remained but one last re- 
sort: the Jews. He recalled, said he, an incident in 
Turkey when a certain man died, leaving behind, in 
direst poverty, a widow and six children. That man 
had had nine brothers, eight of them wealthy or 
propertied, and one entirely destitute. There was no 
place for the widow and orphans among the eight 
prosperous brothers; but they found a roof, with 
bread and water, in the home of the poor one. And 
thus the Assyrian appealed to his “poor brother” who, 
he thought, was about to come into some property: 
Let Israel] rescue Assur... 

Assur and Israel had a discussion on Manhattan 
Island—I felt as though the wings of history were 
beating over our heads. Yesterday, today, tomorrow 
had for the moment become lumped all in one. 

I gazed into my visitor’s eyes, which had a sort of 
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fatalistic quietness about them, at his typically 
Semitic nose and his thick, though far from sensual 
lips, and I got the feeling that a common “racial 
memory” stirred in the two of us. For we had both 
“lived through” the same thing together, though in 
different’ roles. We “remembered”, both of us, his 
mighty empire of old, the first to introduce the use 
of iron in warfare; his ancient Nineveh, the city of 
stone, that stood against Babylon, the city of brick; 
his kings, who reigned over a great part of Asia, and 
stood at the very gates of Egypt. We “remembered” 
both of us, his king Tiglath Pilezzar, who so savagely 
conquered Gilead, and Galilee, and the land of 
Naphtali, and drove my ancestors off to Assyria... 

Nor had either of us forgotten that other Assyrian 
emperor, Salmanezzar, who besieged Samaria and 
drove its inhabitants off to Medea. Then, it was 
Assyria’s doing that “my” Ten Tribes had disappeared 
without a trace—unless of course I am to subscribe 
to the fantastic theory that they still live and are 
called Britishers, a people whose government per- 
mitted the sinking of the ship Struma, laden with 
living souls of the only remaining Jewish tribe 
too stubborn to allow itself to be destroyed. And, 
if I so wished, I might state, together with H. G. 
Wells, that the Hitler method was first introduced 
into the world by Assyria: their kings also had the 
idea of uprooting whole nations from their homes 
and driving them off to foreign lands for slave labor 
and slave rations. 

I know, these are ancient and foolish scores. Ex- 
cuse me, my Semitic brother, for reminding myself 
at that moment of such archaelogical matters. I 
suppose I ought also to beg forgiveness of Salmanez- 
zat for having compared him with Hitler. In the 
twentieth century he would no doubt be considered 
a saint. He “merely” drove my ancestors from their 
land to a strange one, “merely” deprived them of 
their freedom and independence, but he did not erect 
gallows for them, nor shoot their children, nor asphy- 
xiate their old people, nor defile their women, nor 
manufacture soap from Jewish “fats”. . . 

My guest broke into our stillness, and his beauti- 
fully carved face became even more mild and mel- 
ancholy. “There’s something else I want to say, but 
I don’t quite know how to express it. You need even 
less territory now than formerly. Millions of your 
people have been slaughtered, and Palestine will not 
be cramped for you now, so that you can easily make 
room for a few thousand Assyrians . . . I know how 
such talk must pain you. But is it really my fault? 
History is brutal and—who knows the ways of 
Providence? ” 

Naturally, it does not matter what answer I gave 
my visitor. He left me with the feeling that there 
exists, in addition to us, a third party, to whom 
it does not seem to matter if both of us should be 
wiped off the face of the earth. As for the bystanders, 
they don’t care much either . . . 
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Letters to an English Friend 


Excerpts from a recent correspondence between an American 
Zionist and a prominent British liberal 


by Emanuel Neumann 


I 


. . . Need I assure you, dear friend, that I regard 
you almost as one of us? You are an Englishman 
and a Christian; I am an American and a Jew. Yet 
we have found ourselves in the past so consistently at 
one on matters of vital concern: on Anglo-American 
relations; on the problems of democracy in the mod- 
ern world; on the Jewish question; on the war and 
the coming peace. Where we have differed, we have 
done so with perfect frankness and no embarassment. 
For it is only by being wholly honest with each other 
that we have formed and maintained the personal 
friendship which I deeply cherish. 

Or is it necessary for me to reiterate what I have 
told you on numerous occasions regarding the Jewish 
attitude towards your country? It is, of course, the 
policies of the Colonial Office and the activities of 
their agents in the Near East that have forced us, 
Jews, into a controversy with your Government. It 
is a controversy we cannot avoid and from which we 
do not shrink. But we always bear in mind and con- 
stantly repeat to ourselves that we are no enemies of 
Britain, and least of all of the English people. On 
the contrary, we, of all people, are yourfriends. We 
cannot ever forget the historic role’ your country has 
played in the civil emancipation/ofithé\Jews,an the 
protection of Jewish rights and inthe recognition ‘of 


Jewish national aspirations. Not é&h wéf oi even, 


in the heat of controversy, that British ctvilizatiorf is 
charged and freighted with precious spiritual values 
stemming from our own Hebraic culture and éstab- 
lishing a moral kinship between our 
yours. This is certainly true at least oni/our paft: 

But now to our immediate businéss.“You“have 
questioned me concerning the alleged\growth of 
anti-British sentiment in this country, recently*stim- 
ulated, as you think, by criticism of British policy 
voiced in the Senate of the United States. I have not 
weighed that criticism nor appraised its immediate 
effects; but one thing is certain. We may henceforth 
_ expect a freer and more vigorous expression of opin- 
ion and mutual criticism on both sides of the Atlantic 
as the certainty of Allied victory increases. We are 
no longer so inhibited by imminent perils, while the 
thorny problems of the peace press upon our atten- 
tion with growing insistence. 

You have asked a question and expressed concern; 
and I consider it the office of a friend to answer with 
complete candor, erring, if need be, on the side of 
bluntness. 


te andy 


II. 


... Living as you do in England, you may not realize 
that to us, Americans, Britain represents something 
of an enigma, a perpetual contradiction. At home 
and in the Occident, you are the cradle and citadel of 
democracy, the fount and sanctuary of political free- 
dom; but further afield, in Asia, in Africa, in the 
South Pacific, you often represent an imperial order 
which you have inherited from the past but which is 
essentially repugnant to the democratic spirit of our 
day. Too often your Left seems not to know what 
your Right is doing. True, yours is not the old im- 
perialism, based wholly on force and coercion; but a 
neo-imperialism, marking the transition to a new 
relationship on a higher plane of cooperation be- 
tween the stronger and the weaker nations, between 
the backward and the more advanced societies. But 
it is still imperialism and as such is subject to its own 
inner logic and dynamics. 

These inner compulsions, inherent in the im- 
perialist system, drive you relentlessly and against 
your nobler instincts toward the domination of 
other peoples. You are forced to seek strategic 
frontiers and bases to protect other frontiers and 
other bases which you had acquired in earlier times 
to protect still earlier acquisitions. You are driven to 
worse things. To maintain your rule and extend your 
dominion, you must have recourse to craft and the 
cunning casuistry of diplomatic usage. And in order 
to reduce the burden of armament and the size of 
your military establishments, you encourage divi- 
sions among the peoples under your charge, and 
foment them where they don’t exist. And as exped- 


‘tency dictates, you enter into alliances with Oriental 


reactionaries, with feudal overlords, with bloody des- 
pots and benighted ecclesiastics, engaged in the ex- 
ploitation of their unhappy peoples. 

To such lengths are you driven by the almost un- 
supportable weight of accumulated possessions, by 
the burden of your imperial heritage. It is this tragic 
contradiction between your democratic doctrine and 
your imperialist practices that subjects you recur- 
rently to the charge of hypocrisy and bad faith and 
gives currency to such stale and odious epithets as 
“perfidious Albion.” 

Am I being too frank, I wonder? 

Consider, for instance, the outcome of the last war 
and the picture which impressed itself upon the 
American imagination. We fought and you fought. 
Both our countries bled and sacrificed; yours more 
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than ours. But to both of us came victory in equal 
measure as partners and allies. What then trans- 
pired? We retired from the enterprise with clean 
hands, without any substantial addition of territory 
to our national domain. While you enlarged and in- 
creased your dominion on land and sea; whether it 
was by annexation or the exercise of Mandates, or by 
methods still more subtle and devious, is immaterial. 
When the smoke and dust had cleared, there were 
new lands, aggregating a million square miles of 
territory, on which the British lion had laid its 
mighty paw—to have and to hold. That you have 
carried the “white man’s burden,” that your rule has 
been on the whole light-handed and beneficent, is 
all beside the point. You enriched yourselves terri- 
torially and strengthened yourselves strategically at 
the expense of others. Such is the net result. That is 
the picture. 

Is it a matter for surprise that Americans today 
should begin to wonder whether that pattern will 
now repeat itself in North Africa, in the Near East 
and elsewhere? Is it occasion for astonishment that 
there are some among us, in this country, who would 
profit by your example; who would like to carry the 
Stars and Stripes as far afield as the Union Jack? Is 
it any wonder that British Imperialism should stim- 
ulate American Imperialism as its active rival? And 
if international relations come down to the level of a 
scramble, is it any wonder that we tend to forget 
your Shakespeare and your Milton, your Magna 
Carta, your piety and your democracy, and think of 
your Kiplings, your Clives and Hastings, your jingos 
and Empire builders, your conquerors and oppressors? 


III. 


... Some of the things I have written may appear 
harsher on paper than they would have sounded in 
speech; but as I have said, I would rather err on the 
side of bluntness than smother you with compli- 
ments. As Americans and as citizens of the world we 
are deeply concerned for the cultivation of the friend- 
liest relations between Great Britain and the United 
States. To every thoughtful American it is clear, 
even after the brilliant success of the Moscow Con- 
ference, that Anglo-American solidarity still repre- 
sents the best hope of a tortured world. And yet we 
must recognize that divergent views and clashes of 
interest are part and parcel of political reality, which 
it would be folly to blink and perilous to ignore. It is 
in that spirit that I have referred to a widespread 
feeling in this country concerning the imperialist 
aspects of British policy. 

Let me take a specific instance with which we are 
both so familiar—the case of Palestine and your 
pledges to the Jewish people. What a wonderful 
opportunity this was to cast yourselves in the role of 
the great benefactor of the most oppressed and mar- 
tyred people on earth. And for a while you did. You 
gave the Jews a Magna Carta of national freedom. 
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You opened the doors of Palestine to their homeless 
and disinherited. You rose to prophetic heights and 
your statesmen thrilled at the thought of being the 
human instruments of divine purpose. 

But you suffered a moral relapse! Imperial inter- 
ests, real or imagined, and imperialist traditions got 
the better of you. Your agents and proconsuls lent 
themselves to the sordid business of drawing that 
small and sacred land into the whirlpool of inter- 
national intrigue and power politics. You played 
with the murderous Mufti. You did not suppress, but 
encouraged Arab-Jewish rivalry and hostility. You 
used the last hope of an exiled nation as a pawn in 
your diplomatic games. You refused sanctuary to our 
refugees and sent them to a watery grave. You re- 
fused us a Jewish Army, justifying the bitter taunt 
that the Nazis won’t let us live, while you won’t let 
us die like men. You have gone further; and in order 
to justify these deeds, your agents have not stopped 
short of calumniating the Jews of Palestine and be- 
smirching the character of their national effort—even 
of their war effort! 


Do you think such things pass unnoticed and un- 
requited? There are five millions of us in this coun- 
try who constitute not the least informed nor least 
intelligent and articulate section of the American 
people. But if we were all indifferent Jews; if we 
were all dumb, stupid and inarticulate, or if we chose 
to hold our peace and refrain from all criticism, 
would that avail you? Would not the facts, the re- 
cord, the events themselves shout at you from the 
housetops, and raise doubts in the minds of your best 
and truest friends touching your motives and your 
integrity? 

Consider further the case of Palestine in its inter- 
national aspects. It is not, you know, a private affair 
between you and the Jews, or between you and the 
Arabs; nor even exclusively between you and the 
League of Nations. Palestine fell as a prize of war 
into the hands of the Allied and Associated Powers 
after the last world conflict. America was one of 
those Powers. We never joined the League of 
Nations; but as the record shows, we always insisted 
that our right and status with respect to conquered 
territories were in no way inferior to those of any 
other power, whether we joined the League or not. 

We insisted in the case of Palestine as we did in 
other cases, that no disposition could be made of it, 
even under Mandate, except by our express consent. 
We so insisted in order to safeguard for America, at 
least in principle, equality of opportunity with yout 
country or any other country in the territories ac- 
quired from the enemy. By special treaty we con- 
sented to your administration of Palestine under an 
“A” Mandate, as we consented to Japanese adminis- 
tration of the Island of Yap under a “C” Mandate. 
Remember, we never gave our assent to your taking 
over Palestine as a Colonial possession, nor to your 
administration of the country for the purpose of con- 
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ferring upon you either commercial or strategic ad- 
vantages; but expressly for one cardinal purpose— 
the establishment of the Jewish National Home. 
That, and only that was your title and warrant for 
remaining in occupation of the country and in con- 
trol of its affairs. The abandonment of the Mandate, 
or of the essential purpose of the Mandate, could not 
be lawfully effectuated without consultation with us 
and without our consent. Yet within less than 
twenty years you did just that! 


IV. 


. .. As you see, I have let myself go on the question 
of Palestine; but you probably expected that. 

To be sure, my good friend, no one, least of all I, 
would question the sincerity of your statesmen when 
they issued the Balfour Declaration. They meant to 
redress a great historic wrong. But neither we nor 
the rest of the world were so innocent or so blind as 
not to see the immense significance which Palestine 
held for you, as a great Imperial power. In the poli- 
tical and military spheres, the importance of a terri- 
torial possession is not gauged by its size. Malta is 
but a speck on the map and Gibraltar is only a dot, 
but with what tenacity you have defended these vital 
points! Palestine, small as it is, flanks the Suez 
Canal and sits astride your air routes to India. Haifa 
offers a good harbor, is a naval base and refueling 
station for your ships. Your pipeline from Iraq 
passes through our Emek of Esdraelon. The Dead 
Sea is heavy with the chemicals you require for peace 
and war. In its vicinity there is probably oil. Pales- 
tine is your gateway to Asia, your foothold at the 
crossroads of the world. Actually your occupation of 
it has been as advantageous to you as your adminis- 
tration of it was intended to be salutary for the Jew- 
ish people. We, Americans, always knew it. We 
realized, of course, that men do often act out of 
mixed motives and had no objection to a judicious 
mixture of altruism and self-interest, provided the 
one was not wholly drowned out by the other. 

Here I can almost hear you say in your characteris- 
tically gentle murmur, “That is fair enough”; but 
now note the course and evolution of your diplomacy 
and ask yourself: “Is it fair? Is it decent?” With the 
consent and ostensibly under the pressure of Arab 
princelings and politicians who were subject to your 
control, but in disregard of the League of Nations, 
and without the consent of this country, your col- 
onial officials and diplomats turned a neat political 
trick which they hoped would pass unchallenged, the 
world being what it was in 1939. By virtue of so 
many words in a White Paper, the Balfour Declara- 
tion was to be scrapped; the gates of Palestine bolted; 
its Jewish population frozen into a permanent min- 
ority; land settlement restricted to a corner of the 
country; the Jewish National Home reduced to the 
mocking shadow of a noble dream. 


And what was to be the status of Palestine in the 
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future? Was it really to become an independent 
state as your White Paper would have us believe? 
Was a miracle to happen? Were you actually going 
to retire, and leave Palestine to the untrammeled 
control of its inhabitants, Arabs and Jews? 

Not at all! The status you envisaged for Palestine 
was not independence, but dependence—a depend- 
ency of the British Crown—in fact, if not in form. 
This emerges from a careful reading of your White 
Paper, though it is wrapped up in all the euphem- 
isms and circumlocutions of diplomatic language. 
Your White Paper does speak of an “independent 
Palestine’—some time in the future, under an estab- 
lished and guaranteed Arab majority—but in the 
same breath it makes sure that Palestine shall be 
bound to Britain by special treaty. And that treaty 
will be designed to provide—I quote from the White 
Paper—"for the commercial and strategic require- 
ments of both countries.” There it is! In that one 
phrase, one suspects, is the pith and core of the 
business. 

For who will judge and determine the nature of 
such provisions in a future treaty? Who will deter- 
mine the nature and extent of the “commercial and 
strategic requirements” which must be satisfied be- 
fore an independent Palestine can come into exist- 
ence? And what if the requirements of Palestine as 
judged by its people do not quite tally with those of 
the British Empire as judged by your people? Will 
you then withhold freedom and independence until 
they have reached “agreement” with you by submit- 
ting to your will? Whose interest, then, is to be 
paramount? Who, in short, are to be the real mas- 
ters of that country—they or you? Surely, to ask 
these questions is to answer them. 

So it has come to this, that, having taken over 
Palestine in the interest of the Jewish People, you 
now oust the Jewish People in deference to your own 
interest as you conceive it. Having assumed the posi- 
tion of Trustee for a specified beneficiary, you now 
abandon the Trust, but not without prudently safe- 
guarding your own “commercial and strategic re- 
quirements,” your economic and military interests. 
Having induced the United States and other Powers 
to waive their claims to commercial opportunities 
and strategic advantages in Palestine in favor of the 
Jewish People and their National Home—you now 
propose to appropriate such rights, benefits and pre- 
rogatives to yourselves by an exclusive arrangement. 
Lo and. behold: the Jewish National Home under 
international Mandate has become a British colonial 
possession by grace of God! 

And now, my friend, do you wonder that, despite 
unfeigned admiration for your sterling qualities, 
British intentions are often questioned and British 
declarations somewhat at a discount among the plain 
people of this country? Here they have an object 
lesson. Here they see the Foreign and Colonial 
offices of a great Empire moving in mysterious ways 
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their wonders to perform! Here they see a great 
Trustee divesting himself of his Trust and convert- 
ing to his own use and advantage the rights and 
interests of another solemnly committed to his keep- 
ing. Among case-hardened diplomats such doings 
cause little commotion, hardly a ripple. The process 
is familiar on the international stage and too often it 
is cynically condoned. The unlawful disposition or 
appropriation of the property or rights of another is 
cloaked and veiled in diplomatic phrases of delicate 
texture to cover the nakedness of the transaction and 
mitigate the offense to public decency. But among 
the common folk who inhabit these states and are 
unschooled in the niceties of diplomacy, such things 
are described in more robust language. In their rude 
simplicity, they call it a breach of faith and a betrayal 
of trust! 


¥: 


... At last I have received your long awaited reply 
and I must say at once that I was both heartened and 
relieved by your reaction to my outpouring. Not that 
it was unexpected. It is part of the greatness of your 
people and your genius for fair play to go in for self- 
criticism and to admit the just contentions of an 
adversary. Not always, but frequently. And having 
unburdened myself as I did, I might now add this 
postscript: Much that I have said in my letters has 
already been said and far more trenchantly expressed 
by some of your ablest statesmen and most distin- 
guished publicists. Nevertheless, I thought it might 
be of some value for you to know how things are 
viewed on this side of the Atlantic. 

You ask: “Is it hopeless then? Are my people and 
yours, Englishmen and Jews, to be permanently 
estranged over the question of Palestine? Cannot 
our interests be reconciled? Is there no solution?” 

You also intimate that a solution might be at hand 
in the form of an Arab Federation of which Palestine 
would be an autonomous part. 

Let me deal with this last suggestion first. I for 
one, and there are others who think as I do, am 
inclined to believe that the value of regional federa- 
tions as a panacea for the world’s ills has been grossly 
exaggerated. The union of several states in a larger 
unit may be highly desirable in certain circumstances, 
but is no infallible index of progress nor necessarily a 
contribution to world peace. That would depend in 
each instance on the particular configuration, on the 
countries concerned, the people, their political char- 
acter and social institutions, their relations with one 
another and the world around them, and a host of 
other physical and moral factors. 

Our own United States is most frequently held up 
as a model. Well, it is in fact a successful federation, 
though it took a bloody civil war to assure its perma- 
nence and viability. But it is instructive to recall that 
the creation of our Federal Union marked, almost 
simultaneously, the dissolution of the political union 
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which had previously existed for more than a century 
between the American colonies and Great Britain. 
Was the separation of the Colonies from the Mother 
Country—the reverse of federation—a progressive 
or regressive act? Who would care to pass judg- 
ment? Has civilization lost or profited by the separ- 
ate existence of the small Scandinavian countries 
rather than by their amalgamation? And is it not at 
least conceivable that the creation of larger blocs of 
nations may make for “bigger and better wars” in the 
future? Certainly at least one case of federal union, 
forged in the last century—the German Reich!— 
resulted in many wars of aggression, first against its 
neighbors, and finally against the world. Why pin so 
much hope on federations, whether of Arab-speaking 
nations or of other groups? 

Setting such general considerations aside, let us 
scrutinize the specific instance more closely. Is the 
talk of Arab federation or the movement in that 
direction a natural and spontaneous development, 
representing a genuine impulse toward coalescence; 
or is it another reflex of Imperialist politics? Is it a 
romance or is it a big merger for promoters’ profits? 
I pose the question. 

If there is a real trend toward federation among 
the Arabs, why in Heaven’s name isn’t a beginning 
made by two or three of the independent Arab States, 
presumably ripe and ready? Why doesn’t Yemen 
unite with Saudi-Arabia, or the Saudi Kingdom with 
Iraq? If the urge is strong, it is unholy to delay. 
Why do the dispatches refer so insistently to the 
coming federation not of those countries, but rather 
of Syria and Palestine? And why is little Palestine 
made to bulk so large as the guilty obstacle to a great 
and blessed Union of the Faithful? 

I am not attempting, of course, a thorough treat- 
ment of so intricate a subject in the brief compass of 
an informal letter. There are many reasons which 
lead thoughtful people on this side of the pond to 
doubt whether the Arab-speaking peoples are ripe 
for true federation, as we understand it; whether the 
social, political and cultural prerequisites for a demo- 
cratic union of free peoples presently exist in the 
Near East. 

On the other hand, there are those who suspect 
that behind this enthusiasm for federation is the 
driving power of Imperial interest and power poli- 
tics. It is recalled that some of your imperialists 
have always coveted French-controlled Syria while 
others were no less annoyed by the Jewish National 
Home. The war, the collapse of France, the weak- 
ened state of Jewry, the fluidity of the political situa- 
tion, the general confusion—all these circumstances 
now offer you an inviting opportunity and an irresist- 
able temptation to liquidate both the French position 
in Syria and the Zionist position in Palestine by one 
master stroke which would bring the whole region 
under unified British control. Your imperialists are 
dazzled by the vision of a vast, continuous stretch of 
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Anglo-Arab domain—an Anglo-Arab Near East ex- 
tending from the Persian Gulf and the Indian Ocean 
to Egypt and Libya, if not beyond. This time it will 
not be “annexation,” which is taboo, nor even “man- 
dates,” which have lost their luster. New times, new 
vogues. Today the goal may be achieved under the 
more appealing and euphonious name of “federa- 
tion.” Such a plan would be a gesture in the direc- 
tion of Pan-Arab nationalism. It would give the 
common people of these countries little of substan- 
tial value, but it would inflate political leaders and 
satisfy political appetites. In this way the boundaries 
of your Empire, or, at least, of what has been aptly 
term your “outer Empire” may be further ex- 
tended—while you appear in the pious role of pro- 
moters of Arab union and benefactors of Arab 
nations. It is brilliant, I admit, but a bit transparent. 

If such be the motives and these the plans, we 
Jews have little to hope for and much to fear from 
such a “federation.” It is only by a prior explicit 
admission of the Jewish claim to Palestine and its 
actual implementation, followed by free negotiation 
between Jewish Palestine and Arab states, that a 
relationship can be established which would be 
wholly just and in the true interest of the peoples 
concerned. 


VI. 


. .. For the rest, my dear friend, I do not despair. 
Out of the dire agony of this war a new world must 
be born. The old order passeth. In the process your 
Empire will remain but it will be remade, recast in a 
new mold. Much of the evil we encounter is the 
result of fear. It was fear of aggression, of covetous 
neighbors, that has accounted for many of the abuses 
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with which I charged you. But now, out of sheer 
necessity the peace-loving nations are drawing to- 
gether. They will, because they must establish col- 
lective security through effective international organ- 
ization. The new association, which will succeed 
the League of Nations, will be more closely knit, 
firmer in its decisions, armed with effective sanctions. 
Its word will be law, and its law will be enforced. 
This new world order will bring a release of tension 
and a measure of relief to all nations. Your country 
will be largely freed from gnawing anxieties, from 
haunting fears, from the terror of an attack by night, 
of a stab in the back. 


With greater serenity than it has enjoyed in many 
a year, your Empire will complete the peaceful trans- 
formation already in progress. Presently, what 
seemed so difficult but yesterday will be made easy. 
Backed by the moral and physical power of the 
democratic world, you will approach the Palestine 
problem with a new confidence. The scales will 
drop from the eyes of your countrymen and they will 
perceive what the far-sighted among you knew intu- 
itively long ago: that a Jewish Commonwealth, 
strong, free, populated by millions of industrious 
people, dedicated to the principles of democracy— 
that such a Commonwealth on the shores of the 
Mediterranean will be a bulwark for you, a stabiliz- 
ing influence in the Near East, an additional sentry 
guarding the peace of the world. 

You will come to see all that. Meantime it will be 
our role and duty to admonish you. That duty we 
will perform. 

God keep you, dear friend, till we meet again in 
happier days! 


The Economics of the Post-War World 


by Nathan Reich 


HIS DISCUSSION starts from the assumption 

that the victorious United Nations will succeed in 
establishing a firm and effective system of political 
security. No economic arrangements, however gen- 
erously conceived and wisely planned, will function 
successfully unless applied within a frame of a stable 
international political order. 

Assuming then the establishment of a firm order 
of international security, what is the nature of the 
economic tasks facing the social engineers of the 
postwar era? In answering this question it is advis- 
able to divide the vague term “post-war period” into 
three phases: one, the immediate post-armistice per- 
iod, covering, let us say, one to two years necessary to 
effect demobilization of men and industry, to bring 
first aid to war-ridden areas and peoples, and to re- 


store a minimum of economic well-being to the vic- 
tims of Axis warfare. The second period extending 
over five to eight years would be devoted to the sys- 
tematic rehabilitation and reconstruction of war-torn 
areas and to the creation of conditions favorable to 
the maintenance of a high level of internal economic 
activity as well as of a wide range of international 
exchange of goods and services. The third, long-run 
period stretches into the more distant future in which 
the world, largely recovered from the ravages of war, 
will face the test of maintaining the continuous oper- 
ation of a prosperous economy within the framework 
of peace and of international cooperation. 

The first period will pose a task of international 
relief which in its magnitude and complexity is per- 
haps unparalleled in history. Internally the countries 
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will face the task of demobilization of men and 
industry and of gradual conversion of equipment 
from production of war goods to civilian production. 
That the shift from war to peace industries and the 
return of millions of men from the armed forces and 
war factories will result in considerable unemploy- 
ment and new dislocations is beyond question. The 
extent of economic dislocation will depend largely 
upon the wisdom of the economic policies pursued 
by government authorities. The extent of unem- 
ployment need not be disturbingly large if the gov- 
ernment will space the demobilization of men and 
equipment to synchronize with the rate of reconver- 
sion of war plants to civilian production. The finan- 
cial shock of any unemployment which is bound to 
occur, will be eased by the payment of unemploy- 
ment insurance allowances, and by the very substan- 
tial holdings of readily redeemable war bonds by 
millions of American workers. 


In the United States and to a lesser extent in 
Great Britain the internal employment situation will 
be further eased by the relief requirements of the 
liberated areas. The United States, the strongest and 
wealthiest member of the United Nations, will un- 
doubtedly be called upon to shoulder the largest pro- 
portion of the relief burden. The events in Sicily and 
southern Italy give a foretaste of the task in the re- 
mainder of Europe. The relief program will involve 
the supply of food, clothing, the rehabilitation of 
homes destroyed by horizontal and vertical warfare, 
the restoration of public services and the supply of 
seeds, fertilizers, and agricultural implements to en- 
able farmers to resume production of crops. Filling 
these requirements will keep American farms and 
factories busy after the last shot will have been fired 
on the battlefields. 

This phase of preliminary rehabilitation will be in 
the nature of relief and will have to be financed by 
outright appropriations by the United Nations, 
chargeable directly to the cost of war. Most likely it 
will take the form of extending lease-lend into the 
immediate post-war era. The extent and ultimate 
cost of this effort cannot be estimated. It depends on 
three unpredictable factors: the extent of destruction 
left in the wake of Axis defeat; the availability of 
surpluses at the disposal of the United Nations; and 
lastly upon the extent to which public opinion will 
support the shipment of goods to friends and former 
enemies at a time when those on the giving end will 
themselves have experienced considerable shortages 
in war-rationed commodities. Indeed it is the last fac- 
tor that will perhaps offer the greatest obstacle to the 
launching of an extensive relief program on behalf 
of the war-torn countries. Already voices are heard 
that the United States is shouldering a dispropor- 
tionate material burden in supplying the sinews of 
war to the allied camp. 

* * * 


Once a minimum of living conditions has been 
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restored, local agriculture revived and the worst 
effects of war destruction remedied, the stage will be 
set for undertaking systematic reconstruction of 
shattered industries, destroyed cities, disrupted com- 
munication and transportation systems, and reopen- 
ing of commercial and banking institutions in the 
liberated countries. The task in this second period 
will differ from that of the first phase; it will have to 
be based on politico-economic considerations. The 
most important form of financing will be private 
and public loans to governments and corporations 
abroad; although considerable purchasing power 
will be at the disposal of foreign governments in the 
form of foreign assets now domiciled in the United 
States but “frozen” by government order for the 
duration of the war. Here again the United States, 
the Dominions, and to a lesser extent Great Britain 
will shoulder the major financial responsibility in 
supplying capital to Europe and Asia. This period of 
reconstruction will see a sharp expansion of export 
of equipment and raw material and perhaps even 
technical skill from the United States to the four 
corners of the earth. It is obviously impossible to 
guess the total amounts of capital which will be 
eventually required for this gigantic task. Here too 
the final scope of these operations will depend on 
the degree of international cooperation, and on the 
rapidity with which the recipient nations will get in 
position to reciprocate with shipments of raw mater- 
ials and other value-equivalents, and the readiness of 
the lending countries to accept imports of goods and 
services in payment of the contracted obligations. 

Will the United States—the economic supply cen- 
ter of the immediate post-war world—be in a posi- 
tion to undertake this task of reconstruction? The 
answer is to a substantial extent, yes. Conditions in 
the United States during this second phase of the 
post-war period are likely to be conducive to the 
maintenance of a high level of economic activity. 
For, once the initial shock of demobilization and re- 
conversion is over, American economy will be in an 
excellent condition to fill large bills of goods. Amer- 
ican economy will emerge out of this war with an 
industrial capacity vastly superior to that of the pre- 
war era. It is estimated that in the past three years 
the government financed from sixteen to nineteen 
billion dollars worth of new industrial facilities. 
This represents an increase of thirty-three per cent 
over the total industrial equipment in 1939. It is 
true some of the installations are highly specialized 
and suitable for production of war goods exclusively; 
many others, however, are capable of quick conver- 
sion to the production of civilian goods without 
much difficulty. Moreover the largest expansion 
occurred in the production of primary raw materials 
such as aluminum, steel, and magnesium—which of 
course, can be made immediately available for the | 
production of an expanded output of peace com- 
modities. 
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Nor is it likely that there will be a dearth of funds 
to finance sales of goods to war-depleted areas. First, 
the period will be marked by a high level of eco- 
nomic activity yielding a large volume of current 
savings; it is a well known fact that the rate of sav- 
ings tends to rise much faster than economic activity 
in general. The current volume of savings will 
probably exceed the financial requirements of the 
internal economy. Secondly, Americans will emerge 
out of this war with the largest portfolio of govern- 
ment bonds in the history of the country. A recent 
estimate by the Department of Commerce puts the 
amount of war bonds likely to be in the possession 
of the American public at close to 100 billion dol- 
lars with probably 60-70 billion in the hands of 
individuals earning less than 10,000 dollars. In fact, 
the brake on foreign financing will not be the lack of 
funds but rather the technical limits upon produc- 
tion. It is quite likely that both in domestic trade 
and in foreign commerce some system of rationing 
may continue well into the post-war period in order 
to prevent a buying rush and resulting inflation. 

* * * 

The real test of the effectiveness of the post-war 
economic policy will present itself at the end of the 
reconstruction program. Will the countries of the 
world be able to sustain a high plateau of economic 
activity assuring a satisfactory standard of living; or 
will the period of revival induced by the reconstruc- 
tion be followed by another breakdown analagous to 
the prosperity of the twenties and breakdown of the 
thirties? These questions are easier put than 
answered and any conclusions must be stated in the 
most tentative terms. As the United States will re- 
main the most powerful industrial and financial 
nation, the problem of sustaining a high level of 
economic activity in the world at large will depend 
first on whether this country will succeed in main- 
taining her internal economy in permanent high 
gear; and second, on whether the financial and com- 
mercial policies pursued by the post-war government 
of the United States will be such as to assure the 
freest and widest international exchange of raw 
materials, finished products, and services. 

These are not new problems raised by this war. 
The ability of American private capitalist economy 
to sustain an enduring high level of economy has 
been in the forefront of public discussion since the 
breakdown of the early thirties. As usual profes- 
sional opinion is sharply divided. Some economists 
view the past depression as a “normal” period of 
economic adversity to be followed in due time by an 
automatic revival of economic activity. The pro- 
longed character of the last depression and the in- 
complete recoveries of 1933 and 1937 were due, in 
their opinion, largely to the unwarranted and inept 
nature of New Deal interference, which simply im- 


peded the normal recuperative forces inherent in the: 


economic system. Restore freedom of enterprise to 
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the enterpriser and factories will hum again. An- 
other substantial body of economists view the last 
depression as more than merely another cyclical epi- 
sode in the forward march of American capitalism. 
They look upon the prolonged depression of the 
thirties as a manifestation of certain long-run basic 
structural changes, and as the beginning of a secular 
period of economic stagnation marked by mass un- 
employment of men and capital. The dynamic recu- 
perative forces, such as rapid growth of population, 
an expanding physical frontier, an uninterrupted 
procession of labor and capital absorbing techno- 
logical inventions, and a highly flexible, competitive, 
and risk-taking body of daring entrepreneurs, have 
largely spent themselves; they no longer operate to 
the same extent as they did in the past. Hence if we 
are to maintain a high level economy, the gaps left 
by deficient performance of private business must be 
supplemented by public activity, public investment, 
and public stimulation of the flow of purchasing 
power into the pockets of consumers rather than 
into the holdings of investors who, for lack of pri- 
vate investment opportunities, do not invest. 


To be sure, this is but the simplest and most inade- 
quate version of this most interesting and complex 
economic controversy. To enter into a more detailed 
discussion of the arguments on both sides which 
have filled the pages of professional journals in the 
last fifteen years is clearly beyond the scope of this 
discussion. Suffice it to say that the controversy can- 
not be conclusively resolved on a theoretical level. 
The weight of evidence seems to favor the propon- 
ents of a vigorous, consciously directed high con- 
sumption policy. Certainly the political climate of 
post-war America will favor vigorous public action in 
maintaining more or less full employment of men 
and resources. 

* * * 


Assuming the ability of American economy to 
sustain a high plateau of economic activities, the 
second condition in bringing about enduring pros- 
perity on a world level is the attainment of maxi- 
mum freedom in international trade. The appeal to 
free trade as a prescription for economic ills may 
sound trite and obvious. But many of our troubles 
are due to the neglect of the obvious. The need for 
the freest exchange of goods over political frontiers 
is basic to all plans for post-war world prosperity. It 
rests on the stubborn physical fact that inscrutable 
Providence elected to scatter natural resources with- 
out much regard to the distribution of mankind in 
need of such resources. 


All of human history may be written in terms of 
efforts to adjust the distribution of human resources 
to that of physical resources. In primitive times, 
with men more mobile, the adjustment took the 
form of migration of men to greener pastures. With 
the development of means of transportation the em- 
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phasis was shifted from the migration of men to 
resources to the migration of resources to men. 

International trade was nothing but another 
method of adjusting man to resources, on a civilized 
level. It is no accident that the nineteenth century 
which produced the greatest economic advance on 
the widest front, also permitted the freest flow of 
men and material in response to economic urgencies. 
It is likewise certain that the economic vicissitudes of 
the post-Versailles world were in no small measure 
due to the failure to restore the arteries of inter- 
national commerce disrupted by the holocaust of 
1914-1918. Without subscribing to the Marxian 
interpretation of the economic origins of war, it is 
reasonable to assume that the existence of over- 
resourced alongside underpopulated areas creates an 
atmosphere of tension and pressures in both areas 
which makes people receptive to crusading appeals 
of self-anointed fuehrers, with disastrous results for 
mankind at large. The reduction of barriers to inter- 
national trade, the free access to raw materials and 
markets for finished products, the unhindered flow of 
capital seem to be imperative if the world is to settle 
down to an enduring period of high level economic 
activity. 

Now the American and other people need not be 
persuaded that the sale of goods abroad is a desirable 
development. The farmer, the producer of industrial 
raw materials, and the manufacturer of finished 
products continually scan the horizon in search of 
foreign outlets. The United States Department of 
Commerce has for years been maintaining commer- 
cial attaches charged with the task of praising the 
virtues of American products and urging foreigners 
to buy American goods. But the trouble is that 
people fail to grasp the obvious proposition that, un- 
less we are willing to engage in a permanent philan- 
thropic venture, trade is a two-way procedure. If we 
want to sell goods and receive payment, we must be 
prepared to receive it in the only form individuals or 
governments can pay, namely in goods and services. 
Americans want and indeed in the long run must re- 
ceive dollars in payment for the sale of goods abroad; 
and the only way foreigners can secure dollar bal- 
ances is by selling value-equivalents in goods or 
services to Americans.. 

To be sure, foreign buyers can pay us in gold, or 
with promissory notes. These are however patently 
temporary remedies. Over seventy per cent of all the 
gold is already securely locked in the vaults of the 
U. S. Treasury; and holders of foreign I. O. U.’s have 
the habit, not uncommon among creditors, of expect- 
ing to be paid in due time. One of the factors which 
undoubtedly contributed to the financial debacle of 
the early thirties was the fact that while we lent lav- 
ish sums to foreign countries in the twenties and in 
doing so supported large exports of raw materials 
and machinery with which Europeans rebuilt their 
war devastated industries, we at the same time pur- 
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sued a high protectionist policy which made it dif- 
ficult for our foreign debtors to accumulate dollar 
balances with which to pay their obligations. A 
wholesale default of foreign securities knocked the 
bottom from further lending and our export trade 
dropped to one-third of its former size. If we are, 
therefore, to prevent a recurrence of the same tragic 
errors we must so conduct our lending and tariff 
policy during the post-war reconstruction period as 
to assure, first, that our loans will be applied to pro- 
ductive use, to the reconstruction and re-equipment 
of plants, restocking of farms, and restoration of 
means of transportation, and, second, that gradually 
the creditor countries reshape their tariff policies in 
preparation for the receipt of increased imports of 
good or service from the now restored debtor 
economies. 

Given such policies there is no reason why Europe 
and the rest of the world should not get on their eco- 
nomic feet and in due time reacquire financial sol- 
vency. In our discussions of post-war. work there is 
decidedly too much planning in terms of the United 
States as the generous and wealthy Uncle Sam on the 
dispensing end, and the rest of the world as the poor 
cousins on the receiving end of a philanthropic trans- 
mission belt. Apart from political and psychological 
limitations, such a policy is doomed to failure on the 
single ground that the “inexhaustible” resources of 
the United States are very much exhaustible. The 
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United States is not as wealthy as one might gather 
from the rhetorical performances of some of our 
spokesmen. The limits of our resources have been 
clearly revealed in the present emergency. As soon 
as our resources and men began to flow into war in- 
dustries, severe rationing had to be resorted to in the 
field of civilian production. Moreover, Europe and 
other low production areas are not as poor as we in 
our human compassion are led to believe. We 
should bear in mind that until the first World War 
Europe was not only financially solvent but was a 
source of large-scale capital exports. The physical 
resources, the land, the coal, the oil, the iron ore, the 
water power resources are still there; certainly there 
is no lack of technical skill. What has been devas- 
tated twice within the memory of one generation is 
the man-made equipment and technical installations. 
Once these are restored and permitted to operate in a 
world based on political security and on free ex- 
change of skills and resources, the world could settle 
down to the task of utilizing its resources to the full 
extent of present day technical potentialities. 


These are some of the tasks facing the builders of 
the post-war world. I venture to say that the nature 
of the task is largely independent of the particular 
system of economic organization which may emerge 
out of this war. Traditionally the controversy re- 
garding the structure of the economic system of the 
future revolves around the familiar issue of capital- 
ism versus socialism. No matter how appealing such 
formulations are as a form of intellectual exercise, 
social realities seldom lend themselves to such either- 
or propositions. It is doubtful whether the post-war 
world will oblige the theorist by conforming to any 
monistic pattern of economic organization. It is 
more likely that the post-war economy will be multi- 
form in its institutional structure. Agriculture, crafts, 
small and medium scale local industry, distribution, 
and service trades will probably remain within the 
domain of private enterprise, with perhaps a strong 
admixture of the cooperative form. Utilities, large- 
scale monopolistic industry, banking, will tend to 
come within the scope of government enterprise— 
either in the form of direct ownership and operation 
or in the less direct form of price control. Superim- 
posed upon these national controls, certain areas of 
international economic relationships such as foreign 
exchange, international investment, certain aspects 
of commercial policy, the development of colonial 
and underdeveloped areas and the access to scarce 
raw materials, may well become the province of spe- 
cial international agencies set up on the basis of spe- 
cial agreement and administered by joint intergov- 
ernmental bodies. It may well be that the successful 
operation of a series of international functional agen- 
cies will provide the groundwork for the more com- 
prehensive and more ambitious organization of 
world government. 
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Sweden Against Anti-Semitism 


by Eugénie Séderberg 


ECENT EVENTS have shown that one of the 
Nazis’ trump cards, anti-Semitism, failed to 
work in the Scandinavian countries. The Germans’ 
race theories, with which they tried to flatter and 
glorify the Nordic people, were never accepted by 
any of the three Scandinavian governments, nor by 
the Scandinavian people. Anti-Semitic circles in 
those countries were composed exclusively of a hand- 
ful of Nazi party members, and they imported their 
slogans from Germany. 

Sweden with its six and a half million inhabitants 
likes to call itself the People’s Home. She was a 
good home for the small and respected Jewish popu- 
lation of 6,500, half of them living in Stockholm. 
She still is a good home for thousands of refugees 
from all parts of Europe, as well as for the Danish 
refugees who already amount to over six thousand. 
The daily press has had plenty to tell about the way 
Danes have defended their Jews, and Sweden has 
taken care of them. 

Governmental action to help Jews coming from 
Denmark is supported by the will of the Swedes and 
Danes. After Hitler’s defeat, Denmark and Norway 
will proudly receive their Jewish citizens returning 
from Sweden. There certainly will be no repetition 
of the abasing Cremieux quarrel. 

Race hatred never grew on Swedish soil and there 
were never any “restrictions” for Jewish citizens. 
Hitler seriously changed this democratic attitude. 
Swedish Nazis, many on Germany’s payroll, and 
other reactionary groups began to pander to Ger- 
many’s imperialistic desires. Germans in Sweden, 
members of “Choral Societies” and “Needle-Work 
Associations” together with domestic fascists intro- 
duced the routine attacks, smear campaign, and 
vulgarity of the new anti-Semitism. 

Unfortunately, the democracies have not yet 
solved the problem of protecting people who believe 
in liberal doctrines against the destructive power of 
hostile agitation. Freedom of speech and press, when 
misused, can become a terrible weapon in the hands 
of a country’s enemies. Other precious rights—toler- 
ance and equality—may perish and one part of the 
citizenry be turned against the other. Therefore, the 
most necessary law, in Sweden and elsewhere, is one 
which threatens severe punishment to perpetrators of 
anti-Semitic words and deeds. 

Understanding this necessity, some political and 
spiritual leaders recently proposed to the Swedish 
Riksdag a law against racial hatred propaganda. 

A few years after Hitler’s Reichstag fire, everyone 
in Sweden felt the infiltration of German propa- 
ganda, but nothing specific was done about it. More- 
over, it seemed ungentlemanly to mention it. The 





language of the Nazi press, direct translations from 
the German, was so vulgar, obscene and alien to 
Swedish speech and thought, that it never came to 
the threshold of drawing rooms. It was belittled. 
What happened to the anti-American Bund and 
other German organizations in the United States 
happened to Swedish Nazis in the beginning. No 
one saw any menace in the doing of the first Nazi 
propagandist, Birger Furugard, a veterinary and 
notorious drunkard. The recognition that there is no 
difference between an anti-Semite, a Quisling, and a 
traitor came later. Germany still keeps on file every 
willing foreign anti-Semite for her use. 

The Swedish Jews themselves were divided. There 
were people who felt that German anti-Semitism 
could never take hold in Sweden and ignored the 
collaboration between the German and Swedish fas- 
cists. The less it was spoken about the better. There 
were, however, others who believed that something 
must be done immediately and systematically to 
counteract the smear campaign, not only to save the 
honor of the Jews but also the principles of democ- 
racy. This opinion was represented by the small 
Zionist group and supported by a great number of 
Christians. 

The fight began. It was concentrated from the 
beginning around the monthly Judisk Kronika (The 
Jewish Chronicle), the first Zionist paper in Scan- 
dinavia, which was founded ten years ago. Judisk 
Kronika’s editor during all those years was Daniel 
Brick, the representative of the Jewish Agency in 
Sweden. He was the inspiring leader of the group 
that believed in the necessity of a thorough counter- 
attack. 

Around this paper and its editor gathered all Jews 
and non-Jews who were interested in acting to pre- 
serve Sweden as a free, democratic country. The 
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Swedish government, Swedish officials, and public 
opinion supported the idea of a clean-up by the Jews 
themselves. Jews learned that they had more friends 
than they had ever imagined. 


Hugo Valentin, educator and devoted Zionist, 
wrote an important and objective work on anti-Sem- 
itism that helped many well-meaning but bewildered 
people to understand the tragedy of the Jews and the 
rotten background of governments that put into 
effect anti-Jewish measures. 


Swedish opinion was greatly influenced by Rabbi 
Marcus Ehrenpreis, a man greatly respected for his 
literary and scientific work. 


Believing that for their security the Jewish people 
must be given Palestine, Daniel Brick continued his 
work for Zionism, for better understanding between 
Christians and Jews, and for countering anti-Jewish 
prejudice through enlightenment. He wrote “Why 
Are Jews Accused?”, published by the International 
Women’s Society for Peace and Freedom and “Anti- 
Semitism—A Danger,” distributed by the very active 
and influential group of Fighting Democracy. Both 
of these organizations are Christian. Twenty-two 
thousand copies, a very large amount for a pamphlet 
in Sweden, were distributed. 

In the past few years, innumerable lectures were 
given and articles written for the sole purpose of en- 
lightening the people by exposing German lies. The 
great Swedish Labor Educational movement of the 
“ABF,” with hundreds of thousands of members, has 
on its program the destruction of the criminal myths 
about Jews. Many ministers speak on every occasion 
for tolerance. 

Sweden is not led only by her politicians but in a 
very high degree by intellectuals, writers, scientists, 
clergymen, and educators. Not one of Sweden’s im- 
portant personalities is anti-Semitic. Moreover, they 
have shown themselves through all these years to be 
ardently democratic and pro-Jewish. As a demon- 
stration of anti-Nazi and pro-Jewish feeling, the 
Royal Opera in Stockholm put its house at the dis- 
posal of the Zionist organization to raise funds for 
the Keren Kayemet, and Swedish artists offered their 
talents gratis for this purpose. Two members of the 
Royal family were guests of honor. 

In the beginning of their career the Nazis did 
much to win over the Swedish intellectuals, looking 
_ toward them as their natural allies to support their 
racial theories. But Swedish authors told the Ger- 
mans time and again that “Aryan” is a term in bad 
repute, especially because so many crimes and in- 
human acts have been perpetrated under the protec- 
tion of this arbitrary classification. Many “hundred 
per cent Aryan” Swedish authors, are not represented 
in German libraries—because they have refused to 
have their works translated into German. On the 
contrary, many Swedish authors have written anti- 
Nazi novels, plays and poetry, some of which are 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


pto-Jewish. The few fascist-minded penmen are of 
no importance and are a quite isolated phenomenon. 


This Fall the Swedish intellectuals acted collec- 
tively to show their pro-Jewish sympathies. With 
their approval, Daniel Brick collected the opinions 
of leading authors, scientists, lecturers, educators, 
and officials on the question of anti-Semitism. These 
opinions were so characteristic of the liberal, human 
view, Many were so instructive and educational, that 
he decided to make these important messages avail- 
able to a wider audience. Twenty-four answers were 
collected in a book called “Against Anti-Semitism,” 
published by Bonniers, the largest Swedish publish- 
ing house. 


Some of the messages in the book are quoted here- 
with: 

Alf Ahlberg, dean of the Brunnsvik People’s Col- 
lege, a well known writer on educational and psycho- 
logical subjects, says that: 

“it is our categorical duty to fight anti-Semitism, wher- 
ever and whenever we meet it... that .. . Jew-baiting 
is a disease, a mental poison .. . that . . . the worst is 
that anti-Semitism demoralizes all who adopt it; that it 
spreads like mental pestilence and tends to ally itself 
with all destructive and hostile elements.” 

Harry Martinson, one of the most talented young 
writers, whose “Cape Farewell” has been published 
in this country, finishes his contribution with these 
words: 

“Race hatred is therefore at the same time culture 
hatred and life hatred. Race hatred is a disease, and 
every one who consciously promotes disease, superstition, 
and mania is a criminal.” 

The poet Ture Nerman writes: 


“Meanwhile we must in every way fight against anti- 
Semitism which is a part of that great barbarism which 
is called Nazism and which threatens the culture of man- 
kind and liberty of all people.” 


Sven Stolpe, a writer and literary critic, concludes 
his summary of modern anti-Semitism, introduced by 
Germany, in these words: 


“The Jew myth is exclusively a tactical trick, with 
which Germans wish to maintain race hatred, so that 
afterwards it can be mobilized politically in the desired 
direction. I can therefore draw but two conclusions: 
first that there must be a fundamental fault in German 
culture, since such a development was possible; second 
that responsibility is not shared only by the little group 
of Nazis but by all the German people, the scourge of 
Europe.” 


Marika Stiernstedt, former chairman of the Swed- 
ish Society of Authors calls her very sympathetic 
message “Anti-Semitism—An Oppressive Disgrace.” 

Now the Swedes believe what “Mein Kampf” 
openly declared, that the Nazis use anti-Semitic 
propaganda to sow disunity and thus conquer coun- 
tries. The Swedish people are fighting anti-Semitism 
as what it really is—a danger to the security and 
liberty of their own country. 
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In Retrospect 


Twenty Years of the Gewerkshaften Campaign 


by Isaac Hamlin 
General Secretary, National Labor Committee for Palestine 


HE FOUNDING of the Gewerkshaften Cam- 

paign, the American affiliate of the General Fed- 
eration of Jewish Labor in Palestine (Histadrut), 
marked a turning point in the history of the Jewish 
labor movement in America. Until then, Jewish 
labor in America had looked to Socialism as em- 
bodying the ultimate solution to the problems of the 
world. They had refused to recognize the Jewish 
problem as a special one and had looked upon Zion- 
ism as a reactionary movement which could but re- 
tard the greater world movement. Palestine—old 
and new—was entirely outside of their sphere of 
interest and activity. As a result, the founding of the 
Gewerkshaften Campaign was attended by many 
trials and obstacles which put the courage and far- 
sightedness of its founders to extreme test. Ultim- 
ately, however, the resoluteness of a deeply moti- 
vated leadership and the turn of events in Jewish life 
in and outside of Palestine overcame all difficulties 
and opposition and the Gewerkshaften Campaign 
was launched. 


Early in August, 1923 the United Hebrew Trades 
received a communication from the Histadrut in Pal- 
estine describing its aims and functions and calling 
upon American Jewish labor to join hands with it. 
That same month, this communication was discussed 
at a special meeting of the United Hebrew Trades, 
which responded to it with a warm expression of en- 
couragement and solidarity and which ended with “a 
promise to strengthen your positions and to help you 
create the possibility of bringing ever greater num- 
bers of Jews into Palestine and of enlisting them in 
the labor ranks.” 


Immediately upon this decision there followed a 
series of conferences in which, in addition to the 
trade union leaders, there also participated the 
leaders of the Poale Zion Party, the Jewish National 
Workers’ Alliance and a number of individual labor 
leaders. These conferences led to the formation of 
the Trade Union (Gewerkshaften) Campaign Com- 
mittee which announced the first drive for funds in 
behalf of the Histadrut on February 24th, 1924 in 
Cooper Union. 

In spite of the two decades that separate us from 
this historic date we shall ever remember with deep- 
est respect the courageous founder of the Campaign, 
Max Pine; the quiet but determined Max Zucker- 
man; the conscience of the Jewish Socialist move- 
ment, Abraham Schiplacoff; and the recently de- 
ceased devoted worker, Morris Feinstone. Also, Jos- 
eph Schlossberg, Baruch Zuckerman, Harry Lang 


and a host of other comrades and friends who helped 
establish the Campaign and raise it to its present 
high point of achievement. 

Through the efforts of these people a great process 
of enlightenment brought about a complete meta- 
morphosis in the minds and hearts of the Jewish 
working masses. Their former prejudices gave way 
to a deep concern for the fate of the Jewish people 
and a deep sense of kinship with their fellow Jews. 
Our opponents of yesterday became our friends and 
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co-workers of today. The movement went on to 
grow from year to year and to express itself not only 
in terms of financial progress but also in terms of a 
growing will on the part of the Jewish labor masses 
in America to help build the Jewish homeland in 
Palestine and to achieve for the Jewish people its 
fullest national and social emancipation. 

The First Campaign 

The first campaign was launched with lots of 
hope, yet not entirely without apprehension. The 
sum raised was well over $51,000, thanks to the un- 
stinted effort of all sections of the Labor Zionist 
movement and of a number of untiring workers and 
friends all over the country. This sum was consid- 
ered quite a considerable one in those days, and 
especially in view of the severe handicaps under 
which the Campaign was conducted. It was raised in 
only 60 communities in the United States and 3 in 
Canada. 

It is fitting and proper to note here that the first 
one to send in his contribution together with a mes- 
sage of warmest felicitation was the poet, Jehoash. 
The first check received from an organization was 
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that of the Jewish National Workers’ Alliance for 
the sum of $2,000. Contributions were also received 
from the Jewish Actors’ Union, the leather goods 
workers and several other organizations. Several 
years later Justice Louis D. Brandeis became inter- 
ested in our work and contributed $15,000 through 
the Campaign toward the agricultural cooperative 
“Yakhin”. 

1923-1943 

In the course of the last 20 years the Gewerk- 
shaften Campaign has pursued a difficult but reso- 
lute course. It has engaged not only in a program of 
fund raising but also in a program of propaganda 
and education conducted from coast to coast. The 
American representatives and spokesmen of the His- 
tadrut have contributed in a large measure to the 
success of this twofold program. Wherever they 
came they brought the message of Labor Palestine 
and its promise of freedom and independence. Their 
visits were everywhere turned into festive occasions 
and cemented ever more strongly the tie between 
American and Palestinian Labor. Besides the His- 
tadrut delegates, the Campaign had as its spokesmen 
and supporters some of the outstanding personalities 
of the international and American labor movements, 
such as Eugene V. Debs, Josiah Wedgwood, Wil- 
liam Green and Herbert Morrison. Also, some of 
the ablest leaders of world Jewry and the finest ex- 
ponents of the Labor Zionist movement, such as 
Albert Einstein, Justice Louis D. Brandeis, Chaim 
Nachman Bialik, Dr. Chaim Weizmann, Abraham 
Liessin, Chaim Arlosoroff, Dov Hoz and a host of 
others. All of these and the numerous coworkers 
and friends still active among us have enhanced the 
role and function of the Campaign and have called 
forth among the Jews in America and all over the 
world a great sense of loyalty to the Histadrut. 

The propaganda and educational program of the 
Gewerkshaften Campaign has reached hundreds of 
thousands of Jews. The campaign literature, the 
Palestine films, the mass celebrations, the direct con- 
tacts with thousands of folk organizations, the local 
and national conferences—all of these have brought 
a message of strength and hope to the people. The 
Jewish press has throughout these 20 years con- 
ducted itself toward the Campaign as toward a great 
folk movement. The Campaign conventions which 
had such small beginnings have turned into large 
mass demonstrations. The last convention in 1942 
was attended by 2,562 delegates representing 965 
organizations. 

Some phases of the activity of the Gewerkshaften 
Campaign have brought moral and political advan- 
tages to the Palestinian Yishuv as a whole and to the 
Histadrut in particular. Our contacts with the labor 
groups have led to a sympathetic understanding and 
tangible support of our cause on the part of the 
American Federation of Labor and to the important 
resolution which was but recently accepted by its 
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Boston convention. Friendly relationship has also 
been established with the leaders of the C. I. O. and, 
through the efforts of our Canadian workers, with 
the Canadian trade unions and the Canadian Com- 
monwealth Federation. Frequent conversations with 
representatives of the British Labor Party brought 
them to a realization of the real interest which Jew- 
ish and American labor has in the Balfour Declara- 
tion and in the Jewish homeland. 

An important step in the fostering of solidarity 
between Palestine and American labor was the visit 


to Palestine by the first labor delegation sent by the . 


Gewerkshaften Campaign in 1930, which was fol- 
lowed by the visit of the Trade Unions delegation in 
1937. Both delegations toured the land, observed 
the achievements of the Histadrut and the possi- 
bilities of Palestine for the future and rendered 
highly favorable reports to Jewish labor as well as to 
the leaders of the British Labor Party and of the 
American Federation of Labor. 

Facts and Accomplishment 

The Campaign was resumed in 1926 and assumed 
ever increasing proportions until it reached the sum 
of $818,767 last year (October 1942 to September 
1943), including the $130,000 raised by the Pioneer 
Women’s Organization. This represents an increase 
of $247,000 over the preceding year. The campaign 
expenditures this year were as folows: $29,157 or 
314% of the total collected for national administra- 
tive purposes; and $102,246 or 1214% for organi- 
zation and campaign purposes over the entire country 
including local and regional directors, travel ex- 
penses, propaganda and publicity, the New York, 
regional and Canadian officers. Thus, campaign ex- 
penditures this year were but 16% of the total col- 
lected as against 20% last year. This percentage 
was at the same time the lowest in the history of the 
Campaign. Since the first drive of 1924, a grand 
total of $4,692,000 has been collected in behalf of 
Labor Palestine. This does not include the funds 
collected in America for the Workers’ Bank, Nakh- 
shon, Ampal and other Palestinian institutions. The 
creation of these latter funds was to a large measure 
made possible by the effectiveness of the educational 
and public relations programs which the Gewerk- 
shaften Campaign had launched in the Jewish com- 
munity. 

The number of communities in the United States 
and Canada which have been motivated and activ- 
ated on behalf of Labor Palestine has steadily in- 
creased throughout the past twenty years. Last year, 
over 400 communities in 43 states in the United 
States and eight provinces of Canada, besides those 
in Mexico and Cuba, participated in the Gewerk- 
shaften Campaign. 

In 1943, $681,741 were transmitted directly to 
the Histadrut by the Gewerkshaften Campaign. This 
represented an increase of $240,000 over the amount 
transmitted in 1942. These transmissions enabled 


33 








THE LEAGUE FOR 
LABOR PALESTINE 


Sevilis you to join its hunts 


The League for Labor Palestine is a 
national organization whose aim it is to 
further the work of the Histadrut in Pal- 
estine; to create in America an intelligent 
and enlightened public opinion by widen- 
ing the knowledge, understanding and 
appreciation of the social and economic 
achievements of the Histadrut. 


The League for Labor Palestine urges 
a constructive solution to the Jewish 
problem through the establishment of a 
Cooperative Jewish Commonwealth in 
Palestine through Histadrut; and believes 
that to strengthen the foundation of Labor 
Palestine is to prepare for Jewish recon- 
struction after the war. 


The League for Labor Palestine wishes 
to spread the message of Histadrut in 
America because Histadrut is creating the 
social and economic means of absorbing 
and rehabilitating hundreds of thousands 
of refugees to whom Palestine is the only 
hope of survival. 


The League for Labor Palestine be- 
lieves that the co-operative society cre- 
ated by Histadrut in Palestine is the social 
pattern of the future—the blueprint of a 
better post-war world—not only for the 
Jew but for all civilization! 


In this vital task we need your help, your 
aid, your active support! Make your 
strength count! Join the League for 
Labor Palestine! 


LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 

1140 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 1, N. Y. 

| wish to become a member of the League for 
Labor Palestine. | am enclosing my National dues 
CUNEO which includes a subscription to 
the Jewish Frontier. 


Name 





Yc REE be op RS 





National Membership Dues: Member, $4; 
Couple, $5; Sustaining, $10; Contributing, $25 
*FRONTIER SUBSCRIBERS—Pay Only $1 Additional for 


Single Membership, $2.00 Couple, to Become Members 
of the League for Labor Palestine 














34 


the Histadrut to strengthen its positions and to as- 
sume an important role in the. reconstruction of the 
land, in the rescue and rehabilitation of European 
Jewry, and in the heroic fight against the enemies of 
the Jewish people and of world democracy. 


Our Affiliate Organizations and Workers 

The growth of the Gewerkshaften Campaign 
would have been impossible without the active par- 
ticipation of all of the organizations which founded 
it and which have lent it their fullest support and 
loyalty ever since. These include all of the important 


Jewish unions—the United Hebrew Trades and its - 


locals, the International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ 
Union, the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America (which contributed $30,000 last year to- 
ward the establishment of a trade school in Jeru- 
salem), the Cap and Millinery Workers’ Union, all 
of the branches of the Jewish National Workers’ 
Alliance, the Poale Zion branches, over 1,000 gen- 
eral organizations and landsmanschaften, about 200 
branches of the Workmen’s Circle, the Pioneer 
Women’s Organization, the League for Labor Pales- 
tine, Hashomer Hatzair, Habonim and the Hebrew 
Educators’ Committee. All together, close to 2,500 
labor and community organizations are affiliated and 
collaborate with the Gewerkshaften Campaign. 
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The Gewerkshaften Campaign has drawn into its 
sphere of influence and activity a cross-section of 
American Jewry. It has organized special divisions 
and campaign committees which have achieved grati- 
fying results in a great number of cities among 
which are: Greater New York, Boston and the New 
England States, Chicago and the Middle West, De- 
troit, Los Angeles, Baltimore, Philadelphia, Cleve- 
land, Washington, Milwaukee, St. Louis, Buffalo, 
Minneapolis, New Jersey State, Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
the South, the Pacific Coast, and a host of other 
points scattered over the entire country. Also, Mont- 
real, Toronto, Winnipeg, Ottawa and other points in 
Canada. 


The officers of the Gewerkshaften Campaign ex- 
tend their deepest gratitude and commendation to 
the officers and workers in all of the cities and 
towns, to all of its affiliated organizations, to the 
delegates of the Histadrut, to the traveling staff 
which has labored with pioneer zeal, and, finally, to 
the office staff. They call upon all of these to renew 
and strengthen their efforts that we may all go on to 
greater achievements in the establishment of a Jew- 
ish Labor Commonwealth in Palestine in a free 
world. 
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IN THE STEPS 


DaviD, by Duff Cooper. Harper's. 
IN THE STEPS OF MOSES, by Louis 

Golding. Jewish Publication Society. 

These two books, both on subjects 
related to the Jewish tradition, may 
be compared in terms of their scope 
and purpose. In the one case the pur- 
pose is only implicit, but the effort of 
historical imagination involved in this 
new rendering of the story of David 
is delicately achieved and carried to 
full articulation with a minimum of 
affectation or pomposity. “In the 
Steps of Moses,” however, which sets 
out as a journey in both space and 
time, states no purpose that is jus- 
tifiable save in a very mild and luke- 
warm way and it fails in achieving a 
coherence that convinces between the 
disparate elements that go to make it 
up. The different elements themselves 
are unequal and uneven in import- 
ance: some being fused and complete 
in a personal and imaginative vision 
that matters, while others amount to 
nothing more than trivial chit-chat 
and the dullest kind of journalistic 
narrative. 

In “David” Duff Cooper sets out to 
present a human being to us, such 


OF THE BIBLE 


as we can understand and pity and 
admire. Although the basis of his 
interpretation is a surprisingly strict 
and faithful adherence to the Biblical 
story, with all the shifts and changes 
of perspective that the different ep- 
isodes in the Book of Kings present, 
his interest in David is a distinctly 
personal and, in a sense, a modern 
one. How was the man? What was 
his nature and his contradictions and 
what were the processes of his 
growth? With a kind of disarming 
honesty and a strangely tender famil- 
iarity of tone—appropriate enough 
in speaking of a hero who is akin to 
the heroes of fairyland in his triumph- 
ant personality and power—Mr. Duff 
Cooper tells us what he thinks. 


The terms, the words, he chooses, 
are neither startlingly new nor stod- 
gily old. They might, in their simplic- 
ity and unforced naturalness, be 
suited to a series acquainting the 
young of this generation with the 
great men of the past. But they go 
farther. The suggestions of modern 
psycho-analysis, the fruits of mature 
observation and personal living and a 
close love and watchful care for 


and bewilderment are fused into the 
writer’s portrait of David, the man, 
showing him to be both modern and 
perennial. 


It is not for me to touch on Mr. 
Duff Cooper’s use of the historical and 
textual sources involved (the after- 
word gives evidence of a close 
acquaintance with Biblical criticism) ; 
it is for me, however, to marvel at 
and to envy the intimacy with which 
Mr. Duff Cooper has lived into both 
the factual background and the poetic 
manner of the Psalms and the fresh- 
ness with which he has read the 
stories of David’s career in the Book 
of Kings. 

One of the impressive examples of 
a re-working of a familiar story is Mr. 
Duff Cooper’s version of David danc- 
ing before the ark and the scorn with 
which he is greeted by Michal, daugh- 
ter of Saul: 

The first steps of the dance were 
slow and solemn, a reminder that 
they were in the presence of the 
Lord. In the Lord’s presence what 
should a man do save show his 
adoration, his complete self-aban- 
donment, his passionate humility? 
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When I consider the heavens, 
the work of thy fingers, 

The moon and the stars which 
thou hast ordained, 

What is man, that thou art 
mindful of him? 

And the son of man, that thou 

visitest him? . . 

He was thirsting for praise and 
admiration, but when presently 
Michal came to him there was 
neither praise on her tongue nor 
admiration in her eyes. She had 
witnessed from her window the 
scene before the tabernacle and she 
had been mortally offended by the 
spectacle of the king dancing 
almost naked before his people. 
Her greeting was as cold as ice, her 
words as sharp as steel. 

“How glorious was the king of 
Israel to-day,” she said in that bitter 
and sarcastic tone which he had 
heard before and which had always 
hurt him—“who uncovered himself 
in the eyes of the handmaids of his 
servants, as one of the vain fellows 
shamelessly uncovereth himself.” 

When David heard these words 
it was as though scales had sud- 
denly fallen from his eyes, or a veil 
had been lifted that had obscured 
his vision. As a man may fall in 
love at a single glance, so also he 
may fall out of it. 

Another, and even more original 
development of the bare outlines of 
the Biblical narrative, where David, 
the boy shepherd, is presented. Both 
his gifts and weaknesses are traced 
back to his family situation and their 
local position, so that he becomes 
directly related to one’s current knowl- 
edge of other youngsters who are both 
difficult and brilliant, both sensitive 
and obscure. Yet there is never a line 
that is over-drawn nor a color that is 
over emphasized. Mr. Duff Cooper 
uses a caution and a simplicity that 
are admirable in their innocence. 

* * we 

Mr. Louis Golding tells us that it 
was “an instinctive belief” of his blood 
that “Moses was as historic a person- 
age as Napoleon.” This was, appar- 
ently, the motivating force behind his 
journey. But Mr. Golding does not 
go far enough. He is not sufficiently 
convinced of the importance or se- 
riousness of this voyage into the past. 
Its significance is somewhat blurred 
to himself and, in consequence, con- 
fusing to the reader. We are not sure 
whether to treat him lightly or with 
earnestness and when we are bored we 
can only hope that he actually means 
more than he says. Even understate- 


ment, however, must be clearly 
pointed so as to evoke reverberations. 
Mere reminiscence and anecdote, 


without apparent relevance or vital 





connection, will only serve to fill up 
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the printed page, and that to the tune 
of 551 of them. Moreover, the 
kaleidescope technique of juxtaposing 
Doomington, Yorkshire and Mount 
Sinai fails in that the experience that 
should connect the two is lacking in 
both intensity and conviction. 


There are, it is true, passages of 
notable creativeness and insight among 
the duller pages describing Cairo and 
Heliopolis. There are moments, too, 
scattered here and there, when Mr. 
Golding’s memories of his father the 
Chassid, and his tales of Moses, are 
both touching and significant in them- 
selves. But these moments, even at 
their best, are never weided together 
into a coherence that makes sense, 
whether in terms of the mind or of 
the heart, and the book falls apart into 
a disparate conglomeration of descrip- 
tion, reminiscence and trivial an- 
ecdote. It is the latter, indeed, that 
prove most trying to the reader, for 
One suspects that these “lighter” pass- 
ages were intended to furnish “comic” 
relief to a narrative which is not seri- 
ous or intense enough in itself to war- 
rant any such thing. 


It is, perhaps, unfair to compare 
this book with Rebecca West’s “Black 
Lamb and Grey Falcon.” Surely, Mr. 
Golding had no such monumental 
effort in mind when he undertook 
this unsatisfactory mélange of history, 
travel and autobiography. _But that 
was, perhaps, his fundamental mistake. 
Material that is as unwieldy and as un- 
related as his, so often trivial and so 
often obscure, can never cohere under 
the mere pressure of a title or even 
an identity of geographic locale. Even 
a vague and amorphous unity of gen- 
eral subject matter does not suffice 
toward making this book a book. Mr. 
Golding has not cared enough, or at 
least not enough for it to matter to 
the reader. Miss West, on the other 
hand, has cared most passionately and 
unmistakably and about very definite 
things which she has taken the trouble 
to state and name by their names. 
What is wrong with Mr. Golding’s 
book is that it lacks any kind of ten- 
sion at all. The materials lie flatly 
and flabbily on the page and make 
scarcely any attempt to stand together. 
Miss West, again, to continue with 
this unfair comparison, has not the 
slightest doubt concerning the signif- 
icance of what she has to say; hence 
each separate passage, however 
strained its introduction, matters both 
in itself and in its relevance to the 
whole. There is no question in the 
reader’s mind of why it should be 
there. 


Not so Mr. Golding. An impres- 
sion of his general worthiness. re- 
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mains; there is some evidence of his 
usual competence. Above all, his air 
of apologetic embarrassment and un- 
certainty of purpose are, in the end, 
disarming, for now and again, there 
are moments as, for example, on the 
final page (the crucial flourish), when 
the book falls into a blurred kind of 
pattern and one is disposed to see more 
than is really there. 
HILDA AUERBACH 


CO-FOUNDER OF ZIONISM 


MAX NORDAU, by Anna and Max 
Nordau. Published by the Nordau 
Committee, New York, 440pp. 
Twenty-odd years ago Zionist meet- 

ing rooms in Europe used to be dec- 

orated with a big Magen David stand- 
ing behind the speaker's chair between 
two pictures of equal size, one of 

Theodor Herzl and one of Max Nor- 

dau. It was only later on that that set 

of ornaments was replaced by a single 
picture of the movement’s founder. 

Herzl, as Achad Haam had predicted 
at the time of his death, quickly be- 
came a legendary figure, whose real 
features disappeared under the em- 
balming hands of an admiring pos- 
terity. At the time of the First World 
War he was already a myth. If he had 
survived, he certainly would have 
been unable as an Austrian citizen to 
continue at the head of a movement 
which depended on the good-will of 
the Allies. 

Nordau, on the other hand, al- 
though eleven years older than Herzl, 
lived through the unhappy days of the 
First World War. He had to leave his 
beloved Paris and undergo what was 
regarded in 1914 as the hardships of 
exile. And when he finally joined his 
fellow-Zionists in London in January 
1920 it was only to find an atmosphere 
of which the following statement was 
typical: “Fine phrases and rhetoric 
have seen their day; our work now is 
positive and practical. Merits which 
certain people may have had in the 
past, no longer count today .. .” 

Thus it happens that the first bio- 
graphy of a man, rightly praised as the 
co-founder of Zionism, has just been 
published in New York, twenty years 
after his death and is written by his 
next of kin. 

It may be that, as a result, some 
exaggerations crept in; the chronologi- 
cal order is not always quite clear:— 
but at last we have an authentic bio- 
graphy of the great Zionist. In this 
book the venerable head of the story’s 
hero is clearly silhouetted against the 
glittering background of his period. 
Any reader will have a true measure 
of the importance of that touching 


scene in November 1895 when one of — 


Nordau’s young journalistic acquaint- 
ances from the brasserie Pousset, Theo- 
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dor Herzl, came to see him—the so- 
ciologist, art critic, journalist and phy- 
sician—at the suggestion of a common 
friend, who had “the veiled intention 
of sending him as a patient to the 
famous psychiatrist.” After Herzl had 
spoken for three successive days about 
his dreams of a Jewish State, the doctor 
rose and opened his arms: “If you are 
insane, we are insane together. Count 
on me!” 

What he did, wrote, and spoke since 
that day is inscribed in the history of 
Zionism. The celebrated author of the 
Conventional Lies of our Civilization, 
of Paradoxes and Degeneration 
brought to Zionist affairs his straight- 
forward logic, the brilliance of his 
style, his unrivalled gift for formulat- 
ing clear-cut definitions: “They (the 
Jews) had refused to recognize Jesus of 
Nazareth as the Messiah and had on 
that account voluntarily undergone 18 
centuries of living hell. Now they were 
asked to see in the French Revolution 
. . . the fulfillment of the messianic 
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promise and to admit that they had 
either awaited this political event dur- 
ing eighteen centuries of mystic ecstasy 
or else that they had been betrayed all 
those centuries by a delusion.” Has 
ever the crisis of Judaism during the 
last 150 years been more strikingly 
revealed than in these few words? 

His addresses at the pre-war Zionist 
Congress were epoch-making; and the 
present writer from his own memories 
can attest the correctness of the state- 
ment by his biographers that his annual 
political surveys which appeared regu- 
larly in the Vienna “Neue Freie 
Presse” on New Year’s Eve were “an- 
ticipated like a revelation.” His answer 
to Father Hyacinthe Lyson (October 
1899) concerning the Jewish position 
in the case of Jesus should be distri- 
buted in millions of copies throughout 
the Gentile world. In this letter he 
wrote forty-four years ago: “. . . you 
are under an illusion if you believe the 
anti-Semites hate us and persecute us 
for religious reasons ... Their influ- 
ence is very weak in our days. The 
motivations of modern anti-Semitism 
are altogether different . . . If we were 
to undergo baptism to the last man, 
they would not cease to pursue us 
with their hatred . . .” 

It is quite possible that had this 
grand old man lived just a few years 
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longer and been able in time to sound 
the alarm of the approaching calamity 
in Europe, hundreds of thousands of 
Jewish lives might have been saved. 

During the “Long Armistice” Nor- 
dau and his works were somehow ne- 
glected even in Zionist circles. But 
this phase is coming to its end. A 
realistic evaluation of what happened 
in Hitler's Europe together with the 
disappointments which we will un- 
doubtedly experience after the war 
may well bring forth a new attitude 
among Jews. 

Nordau was born in 1849; it is quite 
possible that this biography of our 
great political thinker will be read at 
his centenary with even better under- 
standing and deeper veneration than 
today. 

OsCAR KARBACH 
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with brimming glasses raised, 
We stood before the fireplace Recs 
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